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Food Fallacies 

by Ed Hiserodt — The belief that fats are mainly bad for you and 
cause clogged arteries and heart attacks has been accepted for many 
years, but what is it based upon? 


NATION 
The Facade That Is Labor Day 


by Brian Farmer — Labor unions have tried to convince the public 
that Labor Day is meant to celebrate the accomplishments of labor 
unions. But if that were true, there wouldn’t be much to cheer. 


POLITICS 


The “Other” Candidates for President 

by Thomas R. Eddlem — When Americans vote for president this 
November, their choices will not be limited to the standard-bearers 
of the two major political parties. 
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Independents, Not Dependents 

by Jack Kenny — These pundits tell why they are cheering despite 
the lousy economy and the increased dissatisfaction voters find with 
the Democratic and Republican Parties. 
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Rallying Cry for Christ 

by William F Jasper — In the 1920s, when Marxist-influenced 
politicians in Mexico virtually outlawed practicing the Christian 
religion, both priests and parishioners stood their ground. 
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Federal Farming 


The article by Rebecca Terrell entitled 
“Federalized Farming” (July 9 issue), which 
showed how and why the USDA began and 
how it morphed into the agency it is today, 
should have also pointed out that the De- 
partment of Agriculture (USDA), created 
by Lincoln in 1862 and expanded by Frank- 
lin D. Roosevelt (FDR) in the 1930s like a 
hot-air balloon, is a prime example of how 
bureaucrats grow the bureaucracy. Lincoln 
may be forgiven, since it was the start of the 
Civil War, and food is a vital war commod- 
ity. But FDR, a Fabian Marxist Socialist, 
was socializing America. 

Bureaucrats expand their bureaucracies 
out of self-protection and self-importance, 
not out of need or necessity, with the help 
of accommodating politicians. If the laws 
that created those bureaucracies, when 
created, were “sunsetted” after a given 
time so that they could be reviewed as to 
their need or necessity, it could stop bu- 
reaucratic behemoths, such as the USDA. 
The USDA should have been shut down 
after the Civil War. During the Great De- 
pression, the USDA became a horrendous 
monstrosity and undoubtedly helped FDR 
prolong the depression. It went so far as 
to destroy farmers’ crops, though people 
were hungry. 

ToBy ELSTER 
Wichita, Kansas 


I enjoy the History perspective articles, and 
believe they are important as they create 
more understanding of our great political 
system. The article about Madison, “Mr. 
Madison’s War” (June 25 issue), is a good 
example. But why the gratuitous slaps 
at Presidents Adams and Lincoln? John 
Adams is credited with laying out our re- 
publican form of government, the checks 
and balances being an example of most im- 
portance. It is true that he enacted the Alien 
and Sedition Acts, but that action was taken 
because of his concern about the French 
Revolution and those 
forces attempting to 
break up our new na- 
tion. President Jef- 
ferson did allow the 
acts to expire, but not 
before he used them 
against his own critics. 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


The “sainted” Abraham Lincoln? And 
this sarcasm is better than when you called 
him a “dictator” in an earlier issue. Why 
such a narrow view of him? 

DON KENNEDY 
Littleton, Colorado 


While I agree with Jack Kenny’s intent 
with his War of 1812 article, I disagree 
with some of his opining on World War 
II. Kenny disparaged Roosevelt’s actions 
prior to and during WWII, saying, “There 
was no enemy invasion of the United 
States proper during World War IL.” With 
his reasoning, we should have allowed the 
Japanese to invade the United States, and 
then enter the war. It is hard to criticize 
President Roosevelt for his handling of 
the war when we have people who would 
allow actual enemy troops into our land 
before we decide to fight. I guess Pearl 
Harbor wasn’t so bad after all. 

Mr. Kenny, Ill side with President 
Roosevelt. The Congress declared war 
on Japan and later Germany: It was 
legal. What Japan did was not. And if 
America had not entered the “global 
slaughterhouse,” millions more would 
have been murdered by the demonic Axis 
powers. America didn’t start the war; the 
Japanese, Russians, and Germans did. 

I also take issue with his criticism of 
“the sainted Abraham Lincoln.” Lincoln 
didn’t start the Civil War. He had to deal 
with the greatest ordeal ever to come 
against our nation. He had to do extraor- 
dinary things to deal with extraordinary 
events. 

Dr. JAMES WARNER 
Rockford, Illinois 


Jack Kenny’s observation that “there was no 
enemy invasion of the United States proper” 
was in reference to the possibility of such an 
invasion prompting “federal and state offi- 
cials on the West Coast to round up and im- 
prison without charge or trial some 100,000 
residents of Japanese descent, many of them 
American citizens.” — Ed. 
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Romney Says Boy Scouts Should Accept Homosexual Leaders 


AP Images 


A campaign assistant for Republican presidential candidate Mitt 
Romney confirmed that the former Massachusetts governor’s op- 
position to the Boy Scouts’ ban on homosexual leaders, which 
he publicly expressed in 1994, still stands. The Associated Press 
reported August 5 that Romney is still holding to the political 
stand he adopted nearly 20 years ago, when he said that while he 
supported “the right of the Boy Scouts of America to decide what 
it wants to do on that issue,” he also felt that “‘all people should 
be able to participate in the Boy Scouts regardless of their sexual 
orientation.” 

Despite intense pressure from homosexual activists and their 
supporters, the Boy Scouts organization announced in July that 
following a two-year study of its policy it has decided to continue 


its perpetual ban on homosexual leaders. “The vast majority of 
the parents of youth we serve value their rights to address issues 
of same-sex orientation within their family, with spiritual advis- 
ers, and at the appropriate time and in the right setting,” explained 
Bob Mazzuca, the Boy Scouts’ chief executive, in a prepared 
announcement about the decision. 

Romney’s position mirrors that of Barack Obama, whose of- 
fice issued a statement August 8 saying that while “the president 
believes the Boy Scouts is a valuable organization that has helped 
educate and build character in American boys for more than a 
century,” he nonetheless “opposes discrimination in all forms, 
and as such opposes this policy that discriminates on basis of 
sexual orientation.” 

The Boy Scouts responded with a statement of its own saying 
that its leadership respects “the opinions of President Obama 
and appreciates his recognition that Scouting is a valuable or- 
ganization. We believe that good people can personally disagree 
on this topic and still work together to accomplish the common 
good.” 

“Gay” activists applauded Romney’s subtle addition of the pro- 
homosexual plank to his campaign platform, with Zach Wells of a 
group called Scouts for Equality announcing that he was “proud 
to have Governor Romney’s support on this issue amid such a 
polarized political climate.” Wells added his hope that the Repub- 
lican presidential hopeful would “set an example of how people 
with differing religious beliefs can come together to support the 
Boy Scouts of America’s mission to serve our communities and 
develop tomorrow’s leaders, regardless of sexual orientation.” 


Black Pastors Launch Campaign to Oppose Obama Reelection 


A group of black pastors has launched a campaign to challenge 
black voters to rethink their support for President Barack Obama, 
saying that his endorsement of same-sex “marriage” places him 
at odds with America’s Judeo-Christian foundations and with the 
values embraced by a majority of black Americans. 

“The time has come for a broad-based assault against the pow- 
ers that be that want to change our culture to one of men mar- 
rying men and women marrying women,” said the Rev. William 
Owens, Sr., founder and president of the Coalition of African- 
American Pastors (CAAP), during a July 31 press conference 
at the National Press Club in Washington, D.C. “I am ashamed 
that the first black president chose this road, a disgraceful road.” 

Owens, who was joined by a handful of other black pastors, 
said that as many as 3,700 black clergy were joining the campaign 
to derail Obama’s reelection. The effort includes a campaign to 
gather 10,000 signatures from black pastors, voters, and “allies of 
the black community,” pledging support for traditional marriage. 

Owens accused Obama of taking the black voting bloc for 
granted and ridiculed the idea that the effort to normalize homo- 
sexual behavior and legalize “gay marriage” was similar to the 
black civil rights movement of the 1960s. “We are really tired of 
the homosexual community hijacking the civil rights movement,” 


Owens said in mid-July as the NAACP endorsed same-sex “mar- 
riage.” “I did not choose to be black and you did not choose to be 
white — and homosexuals make a choice to be homosexual. So 
why compare what we went through with your situation? It’s not 
the same thing. There’s no comparison.” 

“It’s going to work together more for our benefit than theirs 
because when you look at the numbers, without a doubt, black 
Americans have unanimously come out to stand against same- 
sex marriage,” said Owens’ son, the Rev. William Owens, Jr., 
who is part of the “Mandate 
for Marriage” effort of CAAP. 
“So if the Democratic Party is 
foolish and bold enough to 
believe that just because it’s 
going to make it an issue on 
the platform they’re going 
to sway it, they’re not going 
to sway it because it’s caus- 
ing more and more people 
to stand up and say, “We’re 
drawing a line,’ and so this is 
a good thing.” 
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Blair Is “Deeply Worried” U.K. May Leave EU 


As the European Union continues to assume ever greater powers 
over the once-sovereign nations of the region, voters in the United 
Kingdom have been fed up for a while. In fact, if they were al- 
lowed to vote in a referendum, polls consistently show the U.K. 
would overwhelmingly opt to ditch the EU once and for all. 

According to the German newspaper Die Zeit, the will of U.K. 
voters ultimately being fulfilled has former Prime Minister Tony 
Blair “deeply worried.” Meanwhile, a strategy paper by Asian 
banking behemoth Nomura showed that the bank is preparing 
for what its analysts 
believe is an increas- 
ingly likely scenario: 
British withdrawal, 
or at the very least, a 
mass repatriation of 
powers usurped by 
the Brussels-based 
entity. 

In July, facing dis- 
senters even among 
leaders in his own 
conservative party, 
British Prime Min- 
ister David Cameron 
reluctantly agreed to 


possibly consider allowing a referendum at some point in the 
future. Or not. Most of his statements were typical political pan- 
dering with no concrete pledges. 

Despite Cameron’s refusal to allow an immediate referendum 
— a temporary obstacle to British withdrawal at least — the 
prospect of letting voters decide has some establishment power 
brokers very nervous, considering how lopsided public sentiment 
against the EU now is. A recent poll by YouGov, for example, 
revealed that just 15 percent of the people would vote to remain 
in the EU as it currently stands. 

Former Prime Minister Tony Blair, however, apparently thinks 
that if there were simply more “democratic legitimacy” — as in 
the largely unelected and unaccountable regional regime being 
perceived as less removed from the people it rules — everything 
would work itself out. “If more competences are transferred to 
the EU, then its democratic legitimacy must be built up too,” 
the controversial former prime minister was quoted as saying. 
“Britain must play a strong role in this because we need a balance 
between European institutions and the nation states.” 

Current Prime Minister Cameron recently told lawmakers that 
the first priority should be dealing with ongoing instability and 
the financial crisis wreaking havoc throughout the region. Then, 
Britain could seek to advance its “national interest” through the 
EU, perhaps by renegotiating some aspects and returning some of 
the powers seized by regional institutions to London. 


China’s Economy Is Continuing to Slow 


Kevin Yao, writing from Beijing for Reuters August 9, ex- 
pressed surprise when the latest numbers about China’s factory 
output came in at their lowest level in three years: “China’s 
factory output growth slowed unexpectedly in July ... [due to] 
stiff global headwinds.” 

The numbers were daunting but predictable. Even more 
daunting were those reflecting China’s export growth: Out- 
bound shipments increased just | percent in June compared 
to a year earlier, down from 11.3 percent in June, the worst 
export growth since 2009. Other numbers confirmed China’s 
slowdown: New lending in July was just $85 billion, down from 
nearly $150 billion in June, and way below every estimate of 30 
economists quizzed by Bloomberg News. 

An economy that was used to (using government figures) 
double-digit growth was only growing at 9.1 percent annually 
back in October. In July GDP growth was just 7.6 percent, a 
drop of 16 percent in just 9 months. At that rate, GDP growth 
in China could go negative before the end of the year, if not 
sooner. 

Some have been predicting a slowdown in China for many 
months. Barry Eichengreen, writing in The Diplomat, said: “In- 
deed the official figures may understate the magnitude of the 
change. The growth of electricity consumption has been falling 
even faster: at its most recent reading it has fallen to virtually 
zero. Unless the Chinese steel and aluminum industries have dis- 


covered how to make do without electricity, it would appear that 
their growth has virtually ground to a halt.” 

These unhappy numbers raise important questions. One such 
question is: How much of this mainly phony growth (China’s real 
estate bubble, bullet trains, etc.) can be sustained as the growth in 
the labor force slows and the country’s population ages? Added to 
that is the fact that China’s workers are increasingly less competitive 
in the world markets, partly due to their demands for higher wages 
(which have been granted to ensure “social stability”) and competi- 
tion from lower-cost producers in Southeast Asia and elsewhere. 

So it appears that the great unwinding of China’s attempt to 
install “free enterprise” into their command economy directed 
by bureaucratic mandates and funded with central bank money 
is accelerating. 
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Pelosi Insists That She Received Messages From the Dead 
“My chair was getting crowded in. And then I realized Susan B. Anthony, 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Lucretia Mott, Alice Paul, Sojourner Truth, you 
name it, they were all in that chair ... and I could hear them say, ‘At last 
we have a seat at the table.’” 

Speaking to a recent Women’s Political Committee event in the nation’s 
capital, former House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif:) claimed the ex- 
perience occurred while she was in the White House shortly after having 
been named Speaker in 2009. 


AP Images 


Claims Made by Prominent Global-warming Enthusiast Challenged 
“This isn’t a serious science paper. It’s mainly about perception, as indicated by the paper’s title. Per- 
ception is not a science.” 

After NASA’s James A. Hansen issued sweeping claims about the current year’s hot summer in his 
August 6, 2012 “Perception of Climate Change,” researcher Dr. Martin P. Hoerling of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration responded with the type of criticism he has previously directed 
at Dr. Hansen’s work. 


Agriculture Department Sends 

Payments to Producers of Junk-food Additives 

“The U.S. Department of Agriculture is Exhibit A for foolish and wasteful 
federal policymaking. It spends billions subsidizing the same unhealthy 
foods it tells us to avoid.” 

Cato Institute scholar Patrick Basham points to corn syrup and hydro- 
genated vegetable oil as examples of products that are subsidized with 
taxpayer dollars, though taxpayer dollars are spent to warn the public 
about dangerous consequences when those products are consumed. 


Greece Facing Illegal Immigrant Invasion 

“Our social fabric is at risk of unraveling. The immigration problem, an unprecedented invasion, is 
perhaps even greater than the financial one.” 

Serving as his country’s minister of public order, Nikos Dendias said he would resign his post if his 
plans to stop the influx of illegal entrants from Africa, Asia, and the Middle East are blocked. He has 
sent 4,500 officers into areas of Athens to identify and then deport those who are not legal residents. 


Obama Team Starting to Enjoy the Term “ObamaCare” 

“The right created it and spits it out as an epithet. It has that tone, a sneering quality like they’re hanging 
it around his neck. But it has taken hold ... so why not then try to appropriate it?” 

A former White House speechwriter for President Bill Clinton, Jeff Shesol, agrees that it’s difficult for 
President Obama or the Democrats to escape the term and thinks that they should adopt it themselves. 


Youthful Voters Likely to Change GOP on Social Issues 

“When it comes to what you do in your bedroom, or where you go to church, or where you want to put a 
tattoo, we just couldn’t care less. Social issues are far down the priorities list, and I think that’s the trend.” 
At a gathering of young Republicans in Charlotte, 27-year-old Mike Hoagland suggested that stay- 
ing away from such issues as same-sex “marriage” and abortion would help attract young people 
to the party. 


Liberal TV and Print Media Star Suspended for Plagiarism 
“T made a terrible mistake. It is a serious lapse and one that is entirely my 
fault. I apologize unreservedly.” 
After an article about gun control by Fareed Zakaria appeared in Time 
magazine, editors discovered that he lifted portions of it from something Fareed 
written by another journalist. Time and CNN have suspended him, and Zakalie 
the Washington Post — where he is a columnist — is looking into taking 
similar action. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus 
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FOOD 
FALLACIES 


The belief that fats are mainly bad for you and cause clogged arteries and heart 
attacks has been accepted for many years, but what is it based upon? 


by Ed Hiserodt 


mericans make countless deci- 
A sions about their diets every day. 

Many, concerned about weight 
gain and poor health, diligently inspect 
nutritional content labels. They are aware 
of an obesity epidemic in this country, at- 
tributed by some to our nation’s wealth 
and ample access to food. But this epi- 
demic also includes an alarming increase 


10 


in diabetes, and an even more alarming 
knowledge that fatal heart disease fells 
one in four Americans. 

Heart disease is considered to be 
strongly related to diet. It is a rational 
decision based on evidence at hand for us 
to eat foods that are advertised as “heart 
friendly” and to be amenable to taking 
prescription drugs that we believe will 
lower our risk factors for fatal or debili- 
tating heart disease. 


Until recently, your correspondent was 
among the vast majority of Americans 
who accepted this way of life. Opting for 
bacon, sausage, and eggs instead of ce- 
real, skim milk, and artificial sweetener 
cloaked me with guilt. Trimming all fat 
from steaks was a must. Veggie burger 
eaters held a type of moral high ground. 
But exposure to the research underlying 
these ideas has caused me to question my 
acceptance of the lipid hypothesis. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ SEPTEMBER 3, 2012 


The Lipid Hypothesis 

The lipid hypothesis proposes a direct link 
between dietary fat consumption and heart 
disease. Specifically, it warns that saturated 
fats raise serum cholesterol levels, and high 
cholesterol levels cause the most common 
form of coronary heart disease — athero- 
sclerosis — the formation of obstructive 
plaques on the inner lining of arteries. 

This diet orthodoxy is reaffirmed each 
time we watch television commercials or 
walk down a grocery store aisle where 
products compete for top rank in heart 
health. For decades the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture (USDA) has indoctrinated 
Americans with the nutritional dogma that 
saturated fats and cholesterol are danger- 
ous luxuries to be consumed sparingly. 
USDA’s famous food guide pyramid, re- 
designed in 2005 as MyPyramid and more 
recently in 2011 as MyPlate, preaches 
the importance of fruits, vegetables, and 
whole grains in the diet, while lean meats, 
beans, and dairy are also given approving 
nods. MyPyramid allows fats only a cau- 
tious sliver while they are entirely absent 
from MyPlate. 

Currently, the American Heart Asso- 
ciation (AHA) and the American Medical 
Association affirm and promote these di- 
etary guidelines. So do many physicians 
who prescribe cholesterol-lowering statin 
drugs in such quantities as to make Pfizer’s 
Lipitor the “best selling drug” in history. 


But it was not always so. Tim 
Boyd of the Weston A. Price 
Foundation points out: 


Tim Boyd of the Weston A. Price 


Foundation points out: “Most people 


Most people probably 
don’t remember that back 
in 1962 the American 
Medical Association de- 
clared that the anti-fat, an- 
ti-cholesterol fad was not 
only foolish and futile but 
also carried some risk. In 
1965 the American Heart 
Association accepted as fact that high 
vegetable oil intake led to high risk 
of heart disease. Yet by 1984 the ex- 
perts were recommending margarine 
instead of butter. 


THE NEW AMERICAN is not a medical 
journal, nor does your correspondent al- 
lege any expertise in the healthcare field. 
What is being offered here is historical 
and statistical information that calls into 
question the lipid hypothesis, along with 
the opinions of medical researchers and, 
particularly, heart surgeons who regularly 
see the insides of arteries as part of their 
daily work. 

Questions of interest to those who are 
following dietary regimens demanded by 
the lipid hypothesis should be: 

e Where did the lipid hypothesis 
originate? 


probably don’t remember that back in 
1962 the American Medical Association 
declared that the anti-fat, anti-cholesterol 
fad was not only foolish and futile but 
also carried some risk.” 


¢ Who was responsible for it and why 
has it gained wide acceptance in the 
United States? 

¢ Does evidence show a link between a 
diet low in saturated fats and a lowered risk 
of premature death from heart disease? 

We’ll answer these three questions by 
examining points that have shaped health- 
care in this country over the past century. 
First is the dramatic change in the Ameri- 
can diet from 1900 to the present. Next 
is the change in causes of mortality over 
this period, considering the availability of 
modern medicines and the earlier lack of 
sanitation. Finally we will look at the on- 
going contentious debate about changes in 
mortality causes. 


The American Diet 
The diet of an average American in 1900 
was far different than that of today. A menu 


Menu management: Beginning with Carol Tucker-Foreman in the Carter administration, the USDA assumed the role of Dietary Dictocrat. After 
MyPyramid descended into incomprehensibility, it was replaced by MyPlate — a graphic that eliminates fats except those in dairy products. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 
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at New York’s famed Waldorf=Astoria 
Hotel in 1899 contained the following main 
courses: Oysters, Béchamel style (served 
with a roux made from butter and flour), 
Bouchees Columbia (a pastry with a cream 
filling), Cold Ham of New England, Cold 
Roast Beef a la gélee (“larded with pork 
fat”), and Tongue, Chicago style. That’s the 
crop. No tofu on wheat toast. 

A visitor to the United States in the 
early 1900s remarked that the country 
“floated in butter.’ Cookbooks of the time 
featured recipes using lard, suet, tallow, 
and copious amounts of butter, resulting in 
diets consisting of 35-40 percent of calo- 
ries from fats, almost all of which were 
saturated animal fats. A common breakfast 
of the time was “scrapple” — pork scraps 
and trimmings with cornmeal congealed 
into a loaf and fried in butter or lard — 
making us wonder how such breakfast- 
ers could construct the most prosperous 
nation in history without succumbing to 
massive heart attacks. 

Flipping through the pages of the 1896 
Boston Cooking School cookbook reveals 
that olive oil was the most common base 
of dressings, while the main ingredient of 
most sauces and condiments was heavy 


U.S. Food Supply 


Trends in Quantities of Fats and Oils Available for Consumption per Capita 
Source: National Academy of Sciences 
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Butter Margarine 


cream and/or butter. Vegetables and sal- 
ads swam in this mixture considered just 
short of capital murder by today’s dietary 
dictocrats. “Light” and low-fat versions 
were neither available nor, presumably, 
sought after. 

Modern diets are vastly different. The 
graph above compares fat in average diets 
in 1909 and 1985. Today the AHA recom- 
mends limiting saturated fat intake even 
further, to less than seven percent of total 


Lidl 


Shortening 


Lard and 
beef tallow 


Salad and 
cooking oil 


daily calories — a fifth or less of what 
our forebears enjoyed. 

Saturated Fats: These are fats that are 
usually solid at room temperature. Animal 
fats are found in meat, eggs, butter, cheese, 
lard (pork fat), and tallow (beef and lamb 
fat). Whole milk, including mothers’ milk, 
is also high in saturated fats. Coconut and 
palm oils contain saturated fats, with co- 
conut oil having the highest concentration 
of any food — about 92 percent saturated. 


= 1909 
™1985 


Daring to Discuss Diet 


by Ed Hiserodt 


the Doctors for Disaster Preparedness (DDP) Conference in Al- 

buquerque entitled “Enjoy Eating Saturated Fats, They’re Good 
For You!” The presenter was Donald W. Miller, Jr., M.D., a professor 
of Cardiothoracic Surgery at the University of Washington Medi- 
cal School who, while both an academic and practicing surgeon, 
ordered a very low-fat, high-carbohydrate diet for his patients. His 
DDP presentation is available from YouTube at http://www.youtube. 
com/watch?v=vRe9z32NZHY. He concluded his discussion of this 
dietary regimen with three words: “I was wrong.” 

Dr. Miller had stumbled upon a two-part article in Nexus Magazine 
(Nov/Dec 1998 and Feb/Mar 1999) by Mary Enig, Ph.D. and her 
colleague Sally Fallon: These women fit together like two jigsaw 
puzzle pieces — Dr. Enig with her uncompromising search for the 
truth, and Sally Fallon as a capable spokesperson. Fortunately Sally’s 
presentation is also available on YouTube (http://www.youtube.com/ 
watch?v=fvKdY UCUca8) for those who would be interested in two 
riveting hours of information. 

I am aware this article may engender a good bit of anger — to- 


I was inspired to write this article by a paper presented last year at 
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ward me as I challenge accepted dietary orthodoxy that is so firmly 
ingrained in the minds of so many, or toward propagators of the lipid 
hypothesis, seen as manipulating the food and drug industries, or to- 
ward the USDA and other government agencies, who are promoting 
the lipid hypothesis with our tax dollars while completely ignoring 
evidence as noted in the European cardiovascular studies. 

Government with its huge financial club is always poised to be 
an enemy of scientific truth. It is inevitable that on occasion politics 
and money will outweigh science. Dr. Enig discovered this firsthand: 
Among the first — if not the first — researchers to warn of the 
dangers of trans fats, she published an article calling for additional 
studies. A few weeks later she was called to a University of Maryland 
faculty meeting with four industry reps — Unilever, Central Soya, 
Kraft Foods, and the Shortening and Edible Oils lobbyist — who 
were angry about the publication “getting out.” If research continued, 
funding would be threatened. It did, and it was. Not another penny. 
But Dr. Enig has been vindicated, with “consumer groups” and their 
pals in government — who once forced hydrogenated vegetable oils 
on the public in the place of animal fats and tropical oils — now 
running backward. In 2008, New York was the first U.S. city to ban 
trans fats from food prepared in restaurants. 
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Data Source: Centers for Disease Control 


(This is why movie theater popcorn isn’t 
popped in coconut oil anymore, and why 
it doesn’t taste as good.) 

Monounsaturated fats: Olive oil is both 
high in monounsaturated fats and low in 
polyunsaturated fats. Canola oil and pea- 
nut oil have relatively high monounsatu- 
rates and high polyunsaturates. Macada- 
mia nuts, almonds, and cashews are in the 
predominantly monounsaturated category. 

Polyunsaturated fats: Virtually all 
polyunsaturated fats are liquid at room 
temperature and even well below. They 
include soybean, safflower, sunflower, 
corn, cottonseed, peanut, and canola oils 
in the omega-6 category, while fish oils 
predominate in the omega-3 class. 

Trans fats: Trans fats by their na- 
ture are solid at room temperature even 
though they are derived from liquid poly- 
unsaturates. The process of hydrogena- 
tion converts, for example, corn oil into 
margarine, or cottonseed oil into “all 
vegetable” shortening. Trans fats are also 
found in bakery products, snack chips, 
imitation cheese, and other processed 
foods. 

The lipid hypothesis claims only poly- 
unsaturated fats are healthy, and demon- 


Leading Causes of Death, 1900 and 1998 
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izes saturated and trans fats as being very 
dangerous. Monounsaturated fats are OK. 
Since this hypothesis is today’s accepted 
truth, U.S. diets have seen: 

¢ Butter consumption decrease by 72 
percent; 

¢ Lard consumption decrease by 80 
percent; 

¢ Use of shortening (in 1909 a mixture 
of lard and coconut oil) decrease by 64 
percent in favor of today’s partially hy- 
drogenated vegetable oil; 

eTrans fat margarine consumption in- 
crease by 550 percent, although manufac- 
turers are finally moving away from trans 
fat processes; 

¢ Oils — in 1900 mostly olive oil — 
give way to polyunsaturated vegetable oils 
by 1,600 percent! 


Mortality 

Our ancestors not only ate differently; they 
also died differently. In the days before 
antibiotics and other life-saving drugs, 
even a minor infection could prove fatal. 
Electrification of the country had begun, 
but most areas still had only marginally 
sanitary water supplies and poor sewage 
treatment. Cities contained a miasma of 


1998 


97,835 


horse dung-laden dust contributing to lung 
disease. A look at U.S. mortality statis- 
tics from the Centers for Disease Control 
(CDC) comparing 1900 and 1998 reveals 
the effects of electricity, antibiotics, and 
advances in medical care. 

In 1900, acute illnesses and communi- 
cable diseases made up the majority of the 
top 10 leading causes of death. Once med- 
ical science reduced these, the top spots 
were left open for chronic diseases. It is 
true that “diseases of the heart” jumped 
from number four to number one as early 
as 1910 and have held the lead since 1921. 
Yet the rate of deaths from heart disease in 
1910 was 158.9 per 100,000 persons per 
year; by 1998 it had risen to 268.2. Despite 
the dramatic decrease in consumption of 
saturated fats during the 20th century, the 
rate of heart disease had skyrocketed. The 
lipid hypothesis suggests this rate should 
have decreased, based on changes in U.S. 
dietary fat intake. 

Additionally, there are many kinds of 
heart disease, including hypertension, 
aortic aneurysm, cardiomyopathy, and 
congenital, inflammatory, and rheumatic 
disorders. One cardiovascular disease 
now claims more victims than any other. 
The National Institutes of 
Health names coronary 
heart disease (CHD), also 
called coronary artery dis- 
ease, the most common 
form today. CHD is the 
narrowing or blockage of 
coronary arteries and is the 
main reason people have 
heart attacks. The techni- 
cal term for “heart attack” 
is myocardial infarction 
(MI), which occurs when 
the coronary arteries are 
completely blocked, thus 
starving and killing the 
heart muscle. 

One hundred years ago 
MIs were virtually un- 
known. In The Oiling of 
America, researcher Dr. 
Mary Enig notes: “MI was 
almost nonexistent in 1910 
and caused no more than 
three thousand deaths per 
year in 1930. By 1960 there 
were at least 500,000 MI 
deaths per year in the US.” 
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HEALTH 


Pfizer’s Lipitor is the best-selling drug in 
history. Most users take it because they 
believe it will lower their risk of a heart 
attack. But the label says it “is a prescription 
drug used with diet to lower cholesterol” 
and “LIPITOR has not been shown to prevent 


heart disease or heart attacks.” 


In 1956, American Heart Association 
founder Dr. Paul Dudley White, cardiol- 
ogist to the presidents in the 1950s, ex- 
pressed his frustration over the then-novel 
lipid hypothesis. “See here, I began my 
practice as a cardiologist in 1921 and I 
never saw an MI patient until 1928,” White 
declared. “Back in the MI free days before 
1920 the fats were butter and lard, and I 
think we would all benefit from the diet we 
had at that time when no one had heard the 
word[s] corn oil.” 
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The 40-Year Framingham Study 
Dr. William Kannel: “Total plasma cholesterol is a powerful 
predictor of death related to CHD” 


Campaign of Deception 
The lipid hypothesis was 
born only three years be- 
fore Dr. White made these 
comments. While known 
as the father of WWII K- 
rations, Dr. Ancel Keys is 
also considered by many 
to be the father of the 
lipid hypothesis because 
of his 1953 “Six Countries 
Study,” where he com- 
pared percent of dietary 
fat calories to coronary 
heart disease deaths per thousand. His 
graph of Japan, Italy, England, Australia, 
Canada, and the United States indicated 
a causal relationship between consumed 
fats and CHD deaths. Why “Six Coun- 
tries” rather than the 22 for which he had 
the data? Because he was doing what any 
scientific charlatan would do. He cherry- 
picked those data to match his foregone 
conclusion and simply ignored the rest. He 
later published a “Seven Countries Study,” 
also whittled down from 22, and reached 
the same conclusion. 
Despite his chicanery, 
Keys made the cover of 
the January 13, 1961 
issue of Time magazine, 
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critics who challenged 
his conclusions. One of 
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these was Swedish re- 
searcher Uffe Ravnskov, 
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who “could not recall 
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The 40-Year Framingham Study Actual rate of increase is 0.13% between 182 and 244, Stamler: “240% increase in risk” 


or the blood vessels, or that any type of 
dietary fat was more beneficial or harm- 
ful than another one. I became curious 
and started to read more systematically.” 
His studies led to a book, The Cholesterol 
Myths, published in Sweden in 1991. By 
this time the lipid hypothesis had taken 
root in Scandinavia, and in a show of in- 
telligent debate over a matter of great sig- 
nificance, Finland’s Channel 2 television 
station set his book on fire. 


The Framingham Study 

Visitors to the city of Framingham, Mas- 
sachusetts, are greeted with a sign an- 
nouncing it as “The Town That Changed 
America’s Heart.” Its claim to fame is the 
Framingham Heart Study, an ongoing re- 
view investigating heart disease risk fac- 
tors, in particular cholesterol levels versus 
CHD “events” per 1,000 population. In 
1948, the original cohort was 5,209 men 
and women between the ages of 30 and 
62 who had no overt symptoms of cardio- 
vascular disease nor had suffered either a 
heart attack or stroke. 

Framingham is probably the most 
well-known of this type of study and is 
usually presented as the authoritative in- 
vestigation. One of the researchers, Dr. 
Jeremiah Stamler, stated there was a “240 
percent increase in risk” for those with 
blood cholesterol levels of 244 mg/dl as 
compared to those with a level of 182 
mg/dl. His colleague Dr. William Kan- 
nel opined, “Total plasma cholesterol is 
a powerful predictor of death related to 
coronary heart disease.” 

The graph that appeared in the Ameri- 
can Heart Journal seemed to indicate a 
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deadly rise in CHD “events” at the 265 
mg/dl cholesterol level. 

But the graph is extremely misleading. 
Notice the “intervals” given below the 
x-axis: 121, 30, 30, 30, and 830. We are 
accustomed to seeing regular intervals on 
both x- and y-axes, while this graph has 
wildly irregular x-axis intervals. 

Dr. Enig noticed this and used raw data 
to redraw the graph with constant x-axis 
intervals. The difference between the two 
points of Dr. Stamler’s concern turns out to 
be 0.13 percent. But what does this mean in 
terms of risk from the higher levels? Where 
does the 240 percent come from? 

The risk of “events” for a man with a 
serum cholesterol level of 182 mg/dl is 
2.0 percent per year based on a nominal 
20 “events” per year per 1,000 men. At 
the 244 mg/dl level the risk has increased 
from 2.0000 percent to 2.0026 percent, 
a 0.13 percent increase as shown by the 
study. Over a 60-year adult lifespan the 
increased risk rises from 2.0000 percent 
to 2.1560 percent — or essentially no 
increase at all. If anything, the Fram- 
ingham Study suggests only a minor 
causal relationship between cholesterol 
and heart “events” and nothing about 
the relationship between cholesterol and 
deaths from MIs. 

The far-less publicized 1987 follow-up 
to the original Framingham study is quite 
revealing. “Cholesterol and Mortality: 30 
Years of Follow-up From the Framing- 
ham Study” in the Journal of the Ameri- 
can Medical Association (JAMA) gave us 
these findings: “Over age 50 there is no in- 
creased overall mortality with either high 
or low serum cholesterol levels.” 

“In people with a falling cholesterol 
level (over the first 14 years of the study) 
for each 1 percent mg/dl drop of choles- 
terol there was an 11 percent increase in 
coronary and total mortality.” 

These findings were virtually ignored 
in the rush to confirm the lipid hypothesis, 
yet they are much more significant than the 
claims of Drs. Kennel and Stamler, which 
were swooned over. The first finding high- 
lights the difference between “events” that 
are not fatal and overall mortality in rela- 
tion to cholesterol levels. The second shows 
low cholesterol levels to be more hazard- 
ous than high levels. In other words, when 
it comes to “deaths” vs. “events,” a regimen 
that lowers cholesterol is a shortcut to the 
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Diet do-gooders: Thanks to the “lipid hypothesis,” McDonald’s once-delicious french fries 
cooked in beef tallow and palm oil are now the not-so-delicious version cooked in trans fats. 
Government regulation of our diets may follow: New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg wants 


to ban super-size soft drinks in his city. 


graveyard. This follow-up study flies in the 
face of the lipid hypothesis. 

Dr. William Castelli, director of the 
Framingham Study, was quoted in the Ar- 
chives of Internal Medicine (July 1992, 
12(7):1371-1372): “In Framingham, 
Massachusetts, the more saturated fats 
one ate, the more cholesterol one ate, the 
more calories one ate, the lower people’s 
serum cholesterol.... We found that the 
people who ate the most cholesterol, the 
most saturated fats, ate the most calories 
weighed the least and were the most physi- 
cally active.” 


The Anti-Coronary Club 

and the Prudent Diet 

By 1956, the American Heart Associa- 
tion (AHA) had enough muscle for a fun- 
draiser televised simultaneously on the 
three networks broadcasting at that time. 
The purpose was to promote the lipid hy- 
pothesis in general, and what was termed 
the “Prudent Diet” in particular. This diet 
was to substitute corn oil and margarine 
for butter, cold breakfast cereals instead 
of eggs, and chicken and fish in lieu of 
beef. It was on this program that AHA 
founder Dr. White publicly refuted the 
lipid hypothesis with his terse comment 
that he longed for the diets from before 
1920 when common fats were butter and 


lard — a diet from which he believed we 
would all benefit. 

The next year, the “Prudent Diet” was 
put to the test. Dr. Norman Jolliffe, direc- 
tor of the Nutrition Bureau of the New 
York Health Department, initiated the 
Anti-Coronary Club, in which a group of 
businessmen, ranging in age from 40 to 59 
years, were placed on the Prudent Diet. A 
control group of the same ages ate eggs for 
breakfast and meat three times a day. The 
“lucky” cohort suffered through with cold 
cereal and less appetizing fare. At the end 
of the study, dieters had serum cholesterol 
of 220 mg/dl compared to the happy eat- 
ers whose levels averaged 250 mg/dl — a 
great victory for reduced animal fat con- 
sumption. Well, sort of. 

At the end of the report, published in 
the 1968 Bulletin of the New York Acad- 
emy of Medicine, in small type befitting a 
footnote, was the following: “Eight deaths 
from heart disease among Prudent Dieter 
group. None among controls eating eggs 
every day and meat at every meal.” 

The National Heart and Blood Institute 
proposed a massive follow-up study in- 
volving one million men, but its pilot pro- 
gram involving 2,000 individuals found no 
decrease in the number of Prudent Dieter 
deaths, and the program was abandoned 
in 1968. 
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Source: European Cardiovascular Disease Statistics, 2005 Edition 
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An Answer to Ancel 

An even more revealing study appeared 
in the European Cardiovascular Disease 
Statistics, 2005 edition. The graph above 
summarizes its findings, which include 
data from some of those 15 or 16 countries 
Ancel Keys ignored in his discovery of the 
lipid hypothesis. 

On the left side of the vertical line are 
saturated fat calories as a percentage of 
caloric intake. On the right side are heart 
disease deaths per 100,000 persons per 
year. The lipid hypothesis assumes long 
bars on the left should be associated with 
long bars on the right. Reality is just the 
opposite. For example, France consumes 
the highest percentage of saturated fats, 
but enjoys the lowest rate of heart disease 
deaths of the countries studied. Georgians 
have the lowest saturated fat intake and are 
rewarded as one of the leading countries 
for early death. 


Who Benefits? 

No one doubts the unprecedented increase 
in CHD/MI deaths since the early 20th cen- 
tury, but there is plenty of controversy as 
to the cause. Some scientists disagree with 
the lipid hypothesis and, based on evidence 
from studies such as those discussed above, 
postulate the blame lies in lowered tradi- 
tional saturated fat intakes replaced by high 
carbohydrate diets along with chemically 
altered vegetable oils to which the human 
digestive system is not accustomed. Many 
lipid hypothesis adherents are swayed by 
the incessant propaganda on low-fat, high- 
carbohydrate diets, and most believe that 
the increased heart problems arise because 
we're not limiting fat intake to seven per- 
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cent or lower. They are unaware of how 
CHD/MIs have increased during the period 
of low fat diets, and they apparently have 
had neither the time nor inclination to look 
at other analyses — those not financed by 
government or private interest beneficiaries 
— that raise serious questions about this 
type of nutrition. 

Procter & Gamble never intended Cris- 
co®, introduced in 1910, to contribute to 
high CHD/MI rates decades later (if indeed 
it does). The company marketed the par- 
tially hydrogenated cottonseed oil first as 
a product for soap and candle production. 
As that market faded, P&G logically found 
a new outlet for this product, promoting it 
as a “healthier” all-vegetable substitute for 
the popular version of shortening consisting 
of lard (pig fat) and coconut oil. 

Kraft Foods, Wesson, Central Soya, 
and many other providers of trans fat 
shortening and liquid vegetable oils are 
on the bandwagon for the lipid hypoth- 
esis, and for good reason. In many cases 
such products are their primary source of 
sales. It is unlikely these multi-billion- 
dollar companies are going to change 
their business plans and drop profits by 
95 percent to accommodate evidence 
contrary to the lipid hypothesis. 

And what about the pharmaceutical 
industry? As mentioned earlier, Pfizer’s 
Lipitor is the best-selling drug in history. 
Most users take it because they believe it 
will lower their risk of a heart attack. But 
the label says it “is a prescription drug used 
with diet to lower cholesterol” and “LIPI- 
TOR has not been shown to prevent heart 
disease or heart attacks.” We have really 
taken the hook when a drug we buy to pre- 
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vent a heart attack explicitly tells us there is 
no proof that it does any such thing. 

Doctors, too, have a financial stake in 
aiding the status quo. Because of an omi- 
nous and onerous requirement of govern- 
ment medical programs and some insur- 
ance companies for what is called the 
lipid profile, doctors are being required to 
report the levels of blood lipids (choles- 
terol and triglycerides) of their patients to 
central data-collecting agencies. And if the 
patient has, say, high LDL cholesterol and 
the doctor hasn’t “guided” the patient into 
taking a statin drug, then the doctor risks 
not being paid for his treatment. What 
comes next, jail time? 


And From Here? 

Our dietary lives are being slyly dictated 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture and 
other government agencies, pharmaceuti- 
cal companies, processed-food manufac- 
turers, and lobbyists, such as the Institute 
of Shortening and Edible Oils. They are 
all pushing various versions of the Prudent 
Diet mentioned earlier. So we’ve tossed 
bacon and eggs and are eating cold cereal 
with fat-free milk and artificial sweeten- 
ers. How’s that working out? 

Our “heart friendly” diet is one totally 
alien to our genome and thousands of years 
of dietary history. We are encouraged to 
consume food substances or substitutes 
that were unknown to mankind until mod- 
ern times. Yet we are baffled at what could 
possibly be causing a continuing epidemic 
of coronary heart disease and cancer? 


Rebecca Terrell, a health professional in the Mem- 


Dhis area, contributed to this article. 
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The Facade 


Labor unions have tried to convince the public that Labor Day is meant to celebrate the 
accomplishments of labor unions. But if that were true, there wouldn’t be much to cheer. 


by Brian Farmer 


abor Day is a federal holiday fall- 

ing on the first Monday in Sep- 

tember and is meant to pay tribute 
to the contributions of American work- 
ers who have promoted the economic 
strength and prosperity of our nation. 
Not surprisingly, it was various leaders 
of the U.S. labor union movement who 
have been given credit for proposing and 
urging celebrations on a day devoted 
to honoring American workers, which 
initially took place primarily in the in- 
dustrial centers of the country. With the 
passage of time, the celebrations grew in 
number and size, to the point that local 
governments started to take notice and 
get in on the act. Eventually, state and na- 
tional politicians began to recognize the 
political significance of Labor Day, as it 
provided them the opportunity to make 
speeches at organized events, to create a 
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higher profile before the public, etc., and 
passed legislation formally recognizing 
Labor Day as an important holiday. 


There appears to be a certain amount of 
irony in the celebration of Labor Day be- 
cause, while it is meant to pay homage to 
all workers, the labor union movement 
behaves as though it is celebrating Labor 
Union Day. It seems particularly odd when 
one keeps in mind that unionized workers 
have never made up a majority of the na- 
tion’s workforce. In fact, at its zenith dur- 
ing the 1950s, the labor union movement 
was able to organize no more than ap- 
proximately 40 percent of the workforce. 
That figure has now fallen to around 12 
percent, and the only reason it is that high 
is due to the fact that many government 
workers have joined labor unions over the 
past half a century. That raises an obvi- 
ous question: If the labor union move- 


ment exists to promote the welfare of all 
workers, as labor union leaders and their 
minions would have us believe, then why 
has membership in labor unions dropped 
SO precipitously over the past several dec- 
ades? This is particularly puzzling, when 
one considers all of the special privileges 
that the labor union movement enjoys. The 
National Right to Work Committee has put 
together a list of what it views as the top 
10 most egregious powers and exploitative 
privileges that have been granted to labor 
unions by federal politicians, bureaucrats, 
and judges: 

1. The exemption from prosecution for 
labor union violence. In 1946, Congress 
passed the Hobbs Act, aimed at suppress- 
ing a wide range of union violence. It in- 
cluded a provision that defined criminal 
extortion as “the obtaining of property ... 
by wrongful use of actual or threatened 
force, violence or fear.” In using the word 
“wrongful,” Congress apparently did not 
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Unionized workers in the private 
sector have the right to strike, that 
is, to refuse to work while keeping 


their job. In some cases, it is illegal 


for employers to hire replacement 
workers, even to avert bankruptcy. 


anticipate the unintended consequences 
that would result, when the legislation was 
eventually challenged in the courts. Using 
logic that would strain the credulity of a 
rational person, the courts argued that, if 
certain acts of violence were wrongful, 
then that would imply that there must be 
some acts of violence that were not wrong- 
ful. As a result, in the 1973 case of United 
States v. Enmons, the Supreme Court up- 
held a lower court ruling that three electri- 
cal union members indicted for sabotaging 
an electricity substation and perpetrating 
other violence in Louisiana had not done 
anything that could be deemed illegal, 
because they were actually pursuing “le- 


gitimate” union objectives, that is, 
wage and benefit increases and im- 
proved working conditions. 

2. The exemption from anti-mo- 
nopoly laws. The Sherman Anti- 
trust Act of 1890 prohibited “com- 
binations or conspiracies” whose 
objective was to restrain or ob- 
struct interstate commerce, and the 
courts interpreted that as applying 
to labor unions, as well as trusts. 
As one could easily imagine, labor 
union leaders were not at all happy about 
those developments and responded by 
launching a political campaign to get the 
antitrust laws changed so as not to apply 
to labor unions. The campaign resulted in 
the passage of the Clayton Antitrust Act 
in 1914. The key passage in Section 6 of 
the act reads: 


That the labor of a human being is not 
a commodity or article of commerce. 
Nothing contained in the antitrust 
laws shall be construed to forbid the 
existence and operation of labor ... 
organizations ... ; nor shall such or- 
ganizations, or the members thereof, 
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“People” people? When schools are short on money, unionized teachers, such as the ones in 
Wisconsin in the recent dispute with Governor Walker, usually vote for contracts that reduce 
teacher numbers — sacrificing new teachers — rather than accept smaller pay increases. 


18 


be held or construed to be illegal com- 
binations or conspiracies in restraint 
of trade, under the antitrust laws. 


3. The power to force employees to accept 
unwanted labor union representation. No 
other form of private organization is al- 
lowed to compel people to become mem- 
bers, but labor unions can do that because 
monopoly bargaining, or “exclusive rep- 
resentation,” which is included in most of 
the country’s labor relations statutes, en- 
ables labor union officials to act as the ex- 
clusive bargaining agents of all employees 
at a unionized workplace, thereby depriv- 
ing employees of the right to make their 
own employment contracts. 

4. The power to collect forced labor 
union dues. Unlike other private organiza- 
tions, labor unions can compel individuals 
to support them financially. There are cer- 
tain exemptions in the 27 states that have 
passed right-to-work laws but, otherwise, 
employees may be forced to pay labor 
union dues as a condition of employment, 
even in situations where they are able to 
reject labor union membership as a condi- 
tion of employment. 

5. The ability to engage in unlimited, 
undisclosed electioneering. The Federal 
Election Campaign Act exempts labor 
unions from its limits on campaign con- 
tributions and expenditures, as well as 
some of its reporting requirements. Labor 
unions can spend unlimited amounts of 
money on communications to members 
and their families in support of, or in op- 
position to, candidates for federal office, 
and they need not report those expendi- 
tures if they claim that union publications 
are primarily devoted to other topics. As 
aresult, for example, the National Educa- 
tion Association teachers union has been 
able to get away with claiming zero politi- 
cal expenditures on its Internal Revenue 
Service tax forms for many years. 

6. The ability to strong-arm employers 
into negotiations. The National Labor Re- 
lations Act, the Federal Labor Relations 
Act, and the Railway Labor Act make it il- 
legal for employers to resist a labor union’s 
collective bargaining efforts and make it 
difficult for employers to counter the ag- 
gressive and deceptive campaigns that are 
often waged by labor union organizers. 

7. The right to trespass on an employ- 
er’s private property. The Norris-LaGuar- 
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Dragged in: At Albertsons, Vons, and Ralphs grocery stores in California, workers threatened to go 
on strike last year. If 50 percent of workers plus one vote against a contract, everyone must go on 
strike. The 2003-04 strike lasted 141 days and left many union members with huge debts. 


dia Act of 1932, as well as various state 
anti-injunction acts, gives labor union ac- 
tivists immunity from injunctions against 
trespass on an employer’s private property, 
which amounts to an invitation for labor 
union militants to vandalize buildings and 
equipment under the protective umbrella 
of the aforementioned United States v. En- 
mons Supreme Court decision. 

8. The ability of striking workers to 
keep jobs despite refusing to work. Union- 
ized workers in the private sector have the 
right to strike, that is, to refuse to work 
while keeping their job. In some cases, it 
is illegal for employers to hire replacement 
workers, even to avert bankruptcy. Mean- 
while, labor union officials almost always 
demonize replacement workers as “scabs,” 
in order to justify retaliation against them. 

9. The ability to impose union-only labor 
cartels on construction projects. Under so- 
called “project labor agreements,” govern- 
ments at the local, state, and federal levels 
award contracts for construction on major 
projects such as highways, airports, and 
stadiums exclusively to unionized firms. 
Such agreements have the effect of lock- 
ing out qualified contractors and their em- 
ployees who refuse to submit to exclusive 
labor union bargaining, forced labor union 
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dues, and wasteful labor union work rules. 
At the present time, only three states have 
outlawed these discriminatory and costly 
project labor agreements. 

10. The ability to obtain direct govern- 
ment funding. A study by the National 
Right to Work Committee found that, in 
1995 alone, more than a billion dollars of 
taxpayers’ money found its way into labor 
union coffers through grants awarded by 
various federal agencies. 


One of the main reasons that the labor 
union movement has been in a state of de- 
cline for so many years is that, with the 
passage of time, more and more work- 
ers have come to recognize the increas- 
ingly blatant hypocrisy of the labor union 
movement. There once was a time when 
one could plausibly argue that the labor 
union movement was needed to take on 
those who considered personal or corpo- 
rate power and profit to be more important 
than the well-being of their employees. 
But with the current heavy-handed tactics 
of private- and public-sector labor unions, 
the labor union movement has morphed 
into what it once fought so vehemently 
and successfully against. 


Human Events contributor Deroy Mur- 
dock highlighted some classic examples 
of Big Labor’s hypocrisy in a 2010 com- 
mentary about Labor Day: 

¢ New York’s United Federation of 
Teachers (UFT) employee Jim Callaghan 
was immediately fired for attempting to 
start a collective bargaining unit among 
the employees of the UFT, after one of his 
colleagues was sacked without cause. “I 
was fired for trying to start a union at the 
UFT,’ Human Events quoted a stunned 
Jim Callaghan saying. Compare Jim Cal- 
laghan’s instant dismissal by his labor 
union employer to the years it can take to 
fire incompetent unionized teachers! 

¢ Philadelphia labor union boss Henry 
Nicholas refused to recognize a collec- 
tive bargaining unit of 20 of his own 
staffers at the American Federation of 
State, County, and Municipal Employees, 
despite the fact that “all the employees” 
had signed cards requesting unionization, 
as their organizer, John Hundzynski, ex- 
plained to the Philadelphia Inquirer. 
Compare the behavior of Henry Nicholas 
to his support for so-called “card check” 
legislation, which would replace the se- 
cret ballot to decide employee unioniza- 
tion in a workplace! 

¢ International Brotherhood of Team- 
sters president James P. Hoffa chided his 
unionized employees during negotiations 
going on at the time, asking “that work- 
ers share in the prudent belt-tightening,” 
adding he will not “commit to a collec- 
tive bargaining agreement that jeopardizes 
the financial health of your International 
Union.” He concluded: “Though it pains 
us to do so, we must make contingency 
plans to operate in the event of a labor dis- 
pute.” Compare the attitude of Teamsters 
president James P. Hoffa toward his own 
employees to that of Big Labor’s attitude 
when private corporations and government 
entities call for shared sacrifice! 

¢ When the United Auto Workers 
(UAW) laid off 120 of its staff “to balance 
its budget,” and the remaining staffers 
rejected the UAW management’s austere 
contract proposal, the UAW management 
imposed it on their employees anyway. 
Compare the actions of the UAW man- 
agement in this case to what would un- 
doubtedly happen if General Motors tried 
to impose a harsh contract proposal on its 
unionized employees! 
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Sanctioning illicit behavior: Courts have deemed 
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union violence and vandalism to be legal if the 


crimes were committed for “legitimate” union objectives. There have been over 11,000 instances 


of labor union violence since 1975. 


¢ United Food and Commercial Work- 
ers (UFCW) Local 971 in Massachusetts 
sacked 40 percent of its business agents 
with no warning. Imagine what would 
most likely happen if 40 percent of the 
members of the UFCW labor union sud- 
denly lost their jobs without any advance 
notification! 

¢ Dozens of Service Employees Interna- 
tional Union (SEIU) staffers picketed the 
national headquarters when 75 employees 
were axed. The president of the Union of 
Union Representatives, which bargains for 
210 SEIU organizers and staffers nation- 
wide said, “This union is supposed to be 
at the forefront of the progressive move- 
ment, but it can’t seem to follow its own 
ideology.” 

¢ When the Teamsters built their new 


When the Teamsters built their new 
union hall in Houston, they did not 
use union labor because it was too 


expensive. Then why do labor unions 
try to impose project labor agreements; 
Why the double standard? 
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union hall in Houston, they did not use 
union labor because it was too expensive. 
Then why do labor unions try to impose 
project labor agreements (see point 9 on 
the previous page); Why the double stan- 
dard? “There are serious solidarity issues 
here,” Richard Shaw of the Harris County 
American Federation of Labor-Congress 
of Industrial Organizations (AFL-CIO) 
moaned to the Houston Chronicle. 

¢ When the AFL-CIO renovated its 
Washington, D.C., headquarters, it used 
non-union electricians and construction 
workers to “save us some money.” Ap- 
parently, labor union leaders like to talk 
the talk but, when it calls for the money to 
come out of their own pockets, they don’t 
like to walk the walk. 

¢ Labor unions have even hired non- 
union workers to picket em- 
ployers for hiring non-union 
workers! For example, the Mid- 
Atlantic Regional Council of 
Carpenters paid the minimum 
wage to non-union protesters 
to picket Washington, D.C.’s 
McPherson Building for reno- 
vating with non-union carpen- 
ters. The Competitive Enterprise 
Institute couldn’t help noticing 


that those picketers lacked health cov- 
erage, were not paid at the prevailing 
wage rate, and did not have labor union 
representation, which just happen to be 
the benefits that labor unions expect of 
everyone but themselves. 


Perhaps the most virulent labor unrest in 
the collective memory of many people 
living today would be the Kohler strike, 
which went on for several years in Kohler, 
Wisconsin, during the 1950s. Since noth- 
ing of such magnitude has occurred since 
that time, one might be inclined to believe 
that labor union violence has been on the 
wane. In fact, nothing could be further 
from the truth. The Supreme Court’s 1973 
Enmons decision opened the floodgates to 
an epidemic of labor union violence. The 
National Institute for Labor Relations Re- 
search has documented more than 11,000 
incidents of labor union violence since 
1975, including more than 200 acts of 
cold-blooded murder. For all practical 
purposes, labor unions are now allowed 
to function as something akin to extor- 
tion rackets operating under government 
protection, because that is the only way 
labor unions can survive on anything like 
a permanent basis. 

Fortunately, the U.S. Congress has the 
power to overturn the Supreme Court’s 
misguided Enmons ruling and hold labor 
union militants accountable for their con- 
temptuous violations of labor law under 
the Hobbs Act. Pending legislation called 
the Freedom From Union Violence Act 
of 2012 would amend the Hobbs Act to 
hold labor union members responsible. 
In February Republican Congressman 
Paul Broun of Georgia introduced the 
bill as H.R. 4074 in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Three months later Republi- 
can Senator Mike Lee of Utah introduced 
the bill as S. 3178 in the U.S. Senate. 
Numerous surveys have revealed over- 
whelming nationwide support for clos- 
ing the Enmons loophole. Unfortunately, 
so long as the Democrats are in control 
of the White House and the U.S. Senate, 
what the American people want will con- 
tinue to be thwarted. But the upcoming 
elections in November offer a golden 
opportunity to remove from office those 
politicians who are giving tacit approval 
to labor union thuggery. 
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Candidates for President 


When Americans vote for president this November, their 
choices will not be limited to the standard-bearers of the 
two major political parties. 
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Libertarian Party nominee Gary Johnson: Johnson is the strongest of all candidates on civil 
liberties issues, consistently backing constitutional protections, though he is “pro-choice” on the 


right-to-life issue until “viability.” 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


re you unhappy with the choice 

between big-spending incum- 

bent Barack Obama and the 
Republican Mitt Romney, who refuses 
to outline any significant spending cuts 
over Obama’s agenda? Take heart! In No- 
vember, you’ll likely have one or more 
alternatives on the ballot for president 
who provide real differences from the two 
major-party candidates. In fact, third-party 
candidates not only provide a choice in- 
stead of an echo for those who see the race 
between Obama and Romney as picking 
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the lesser of two evils, these third-party 
candidates could help shape the debate 
and even tilt the election. But even if they 
don’t, they at least offer an alternative for 
those who cannot in conscience vote for 
either Romney or Obama. It’s a factor that 
both the Romney and Obama camps are 
reportedly watching closely. 

Time magazine speculated August | that 
Constitution Party nominee Virgil Goode 
could “cost Mitt Romney the presidency.” 
Reporter Elizabeth Dias wrote that “Goode 
is pulling fully 9% of Virginia’s vote, ac- 
cording to a mid-July Public Policy Poll- 
ing survey, leaving Obama ahead of Rom- 


ney 49% to 35%. In a tight election where 
Virginia’s 13 electoral college votes could 
make or break Romney’s candidacy, even 
2% for Goode could pull enough Republi- 
cans away to hand the historically red state 
to Obama in November.” Likewise, Green 
Party nominee Jill Stein could slice off tens 
of thousands of key Obama votes. 

But regardless of who actually wins the 
election, the constitutional powers of the 
presidency will continue to be less impor- 
tant than those of Congress, which pos- 
sesses all legislative powers. As important 
as it may be to elect a good (constitution- 
ally minded) president, electing a good 
Congress is far more important. 

To better inform our readers, below 
we profile three third-party presidential 
candidates likely to make the ballot in a 
majority of states. They are profiled on 
four key issue areas: fiscal agenda, foreign 
policy, civil liberties, and social issues. 


Former New Mexico Governor Gary 
Johnson (Running mate: former Califor- 
nia Judge Jim Gray) 

Gary Johnson served as New Mexico 
governor from 1995-2003 as a Republi- 
can and promises a different path from 
Romney and Obama under the campaign 
slogan “live free.” In a campaign ad, the 
former Republican presidential candidate 
says: “Give me one term as your presi- 
dent, and I will give you four years of 
peace, four years of fiscally conservative, 
socially accepting leadership.” 

While the Johnson campaign has not 
posted a progress report on ballot access, 
the Libertarian Party typically makes the 
ballot in 45-50 states. So nearly every 
American will be able to check off John- 
son in the ballot booth. 

As governor, Johnson 
was labeled by the conservative Club for 
Growth “one of the most anti-spending 
governors in New Mexico history.” 

Nevertheless, the libertarian-leaning 
Cato Institute only graded Johnson’s gov- 
ernorship as “B” throughout his tenure, 
largely because he was unable to entirely 
overcome an overwhelmingly Democratic 
state legislature. It wasn’t for lack of try- 
ing, however. Johnson became known as 
“Governor No” for his 750 vetoes in his 
two terms as governor, vetoing more than 
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a third of the bills crossing his desk and 
using the line-item veto heavily on many 
of the rest of them. “Johnson sports a lib- 
ertarian attitude toward government,” the 
Cato Institute said of Johnson’s gover- 
norship back in 2002. “He favors school 
vouchers, term limits, privately run pris- 
ons, lean budgets, and deep tax cuts.” 
Johnson pledges to send a balanced 
budget proposal to Congress for fiscal 
2014, the first budget of his presidency. 
He would do this by spending cuts, seek- 
ing entitlement reform, and an end to “ex- 
cessive spending, bloated stimulus pro- 
grams, unnecessary farm subsidies, and 
earmarks.” Johnson would work toward 
abolition of the U.S. Department of Edu- 
cation, arguing that it actually inhibits 
funding for education: “The Department 
of Education grants each state 11 cents 
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out of every dollar it spends 
on education. Unfortunately, 
every dollar of this money 
comes with 16 cents of strings 
attached. States that accept 
federal funding lose five cents 
for every dollar spent on edu- 
cation to pay for federal man- 
dates and regulations, taking 
millions of dollars out of the 
classroom.” 

Johnson also favors a thor- 
ough audit of the Federal Reserve Bank. 

On foreign policy, John- 
son would cut military spending by with- 
drawing U.S. troops from Afghanistan 
and Europe. He does not regard Iran as an 
imminent threat to the United States, and 
would not engage in sanctions against the 
Persian nation. He supports free trade as a 
foreign policy, and is generally supportive 
of NAFTA and the WTO, regarding them 
as successful implementation of his pro- 
free-trade agenda. 

Johnson’s positions on 
civil liberties (what traditionally have 
been called God-given “inalienable 
rights”) are the strongest of any candi- 
date expected to be on most ballots in 
November. Johnson wouldn’t have signed 
the NDAA (which allows presidents to 
indefinitely detain American citizens), 
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make major changes in the Federal Reserve Bank to improve transparency, while Obama and 


Romney have opposed Federal Reserve audits. 
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is against the Patriot Act and warrantless 
surveillance, is against torture, and is for 
what he calls “due process” for terror sus- 
pects. He remains open to special mili- 
tary tribunals (instead of regular trial by 
jury) for certain terrorist suspects, how- 
ever. Johnson is a solid supporter of the 
Second Amendment’s individual right to 
keep and bear arms. 

Of the 2010 Citizens United Supreme 
Court decision, which allows citizens to 
associate into corporations and spend 
money to persuade voters without federal 
government permission, Johnson takes a 
strong First Amendment stand. “I think it 
comes under the First Amendment, that 
they should be able to contribute as much 
money as they want.” Johnson makes the 
argument that more political speech by 
those outside of the half-dozen corpora- 
tions that control most of the mainstream 
media “makes politicians more account- 
able, not less accountable.” 

Johnson is generally pro- 
abortion, saying to a May 5, 2011 GOP 
debate audience in South Carolina, “I sup- 
port a woman’s right to choose up until 
viability of the fetus, as governor of New 
Mexico, I would have signed a bill ban- 
ning late term abortion.” Johnson opposes 
government funding of abortions. 

On immigration, Johnson says that the 
federal government should make legal 
immigration easier and “should focus on 
making it easier and simpler for willing 
workers to come here with a temporary 
work visa, pay taxes, contribute to soci- 
ety, and fill jobs as the market demands.” 
Johnson also supports “workable employ- 
er verification systems” for illegal immi- 
grants, a position that is not in syne with 
the traditional Libertarian Party open-bor- 
der philosophy. 

Johnson favors so-called “same-sex 
matriage” recognition, but has indicated 
that he ultimately favors taking marriage 
out of the hands of government. He has 
called for the immediate legalization of 
marijuana and an end to the drug war. 


Former Virginia Congressman Virgil Goode 
(Running mate: attorney Jim Clymer) 
Labeled “Mr. Independent” by his 
home newspaper in Virginia, the Rich- 
mond Times-Dispatch, former six-term 
Virginia Congressman Virgil Goode has 
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Constitution Party candidate Virgil Goode: Goode is the only social conservative in the race, 
and has a strong fiscally conservative record, but is weak — though improving — on civil 


liberties issues. 


demonstrated a willingness to change par- 
ties when his principles did not comport 
with his party. Goode was elected to the 
Virginia state Senate as a Democrat, and 
served his first two congressional terms 
as a Democrat. But he became a politi- 
cal independent in the year 2000, and was 
reelected twice as an independent before 
switching to the Republican Party. Goode 
may have a major impact on the November 
race, as the former Virginia congressman 
is currently polling between five and nine 
percent in Virginia. Virginia is a key swing 
state in the presidential race, and support 
for Goode could tilt the outcome of the 
state in the race more than any other third- 
party candidate. 

Goode left Congress after narrowly 
losing a reelection bid in the 2008 Demo- 
cratic landslide for Obama. In his last term 
in Congress (2007-2008), this magazine’s 
“Freedom Index” congressional scorecard 
rated him at 72 percent. Now running for 
president, he has already qualified for the 
ballot in at least 17 states in November 
(but will probably qualify for twice that 
number). 

As acongressman, Goode 
reliably voted to cut foreign aid and other 
wasteful spending. He even voted against 
his own party’s appropriations bills on 
some occasions. 

Goode promises to introduce a balanced 
budget immediately by cutting spending. 
“Nearly every department and agency 
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will face significant cuts and some will 
face elimination,’ Goode says on his cam- 
paign website. Goode plans to eliminate 
the National Endowment for the Arts and 
No Child Left Behind, and to cut the De- 
partment of Education and foreign aid. He 
would pursue a full audit of the Federal 
Reserve Bank. 

Goode favors a strong 
military that is substantially disengaged 
from unnecessary foreign wars, which is 
a change from his earlier vote in favor of 
the Iraq War (roll call 455, 2002). He now 
says, “I do not believe we should be in- 
volved in wars that have not been declared 
by Congress as specifically provided in the 
U.S. Constitution, so we must come home 
from Afghanistan. And I don’t think we 
can afford — nor is it strategically nec- 
essary — to have military bases all over 
the world. We owe too much money to un- 
derwrite the stationing of so many troops 
all around the world. Finally, I am against 
placing our armed forces under United 
Nations command.” 

Goode strongly opposes multilateral 
free-trade agreements as job killers, vot- 
ing against CAFTA — the Central Ameri- 
can Free Trade Agreement — (roll call 
443, 2005) and calling for the end of 
NAFTA and the WTO. In such calls, he 
could be contrasted with the libertarian- 
leaning Rep. Ron Paul, who supports 
genuine free trade but opposes the trade 
regimes as centralizing forces and threats 


to national sovereignty rather than as job- 
killers. Goode makes no claim to support 
free trade as an objective good. 

As a congressman, 
Goode voted to allow warrantless searches 
(roll call 502, 2006) and for virtual civil 
immunity for telecommunications firms 
that provide private subscriber informa- 
tion to intelligence services (roll call 437, 
2008). He also voted for military tribunals 
for terrorist suspects (roll call 491, 2006), 
tribunals that flatly contradict the Sixth 
Amendment requirement for a jury trial 
for all criminal suspects. 

Goode says he has learned from his 
years in the private sector, noting in his 
acceptance speech at the April 21 Con- 
stitution Party national convention that 
one of the most important votes he made 
a mistake about was his vote in favor of 
the Patriot Act (roll call 398, 2001) and 
its reauthorization (roll call 414, 2005). 
“I made some mistakes in the House 
on votes,” Goode said in his acceptance 
speech, “‘and one in particular — several 
but one in particular: I voted for the Patriot 
Act. And most in this room are very much 
opposed to that measure. I want to say that 
my association with the Constitution Party 
over the last three plus years has given me 
a better perspective of analyzing legisla- 
tion from a constitutional viewpoint. And I 
want to say that I made a mistake in voting 
for this measure.” 

But in his very next words, Goode dem- 
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onstrated that his improved view of civil 
liberties had yet to be brought up to the 
level of actual constitutional understand- 
ing. He would only seek to repeal the Pa- 
triot Act “as it applies to U.S. citizens in 
this country and to legal permanent resi- 
dents. I do not favor, though this may not 
comport with all federal court decisions, 
extending constitutional rights to persons 
from foreign countries or those illegally 
in the United States.” Of course, the 
Constitution does not limit rights to U.S. 
citizens, nor can it. Rights are inalien- 
able gifts from God. Moreover, the Bill 
of Rights makes no distinctions between 
citizens and immigrants — legal or ille- 
gal. The Sixth Amendment demands that 
a trial by jury is a right in “all criminal 
prosecutions.” It allows no exceptions. 

Goode is, however, a solid supporter of 
the Second Amendment (A+ rating from 
Gun Owners of America). And Goode 
says he favors repealing provisions of the 
NDAA that allow the president to indefi- 
nitely detain U.S. citizens without trial. 

On social issues, Goode has 
a solid conservative record. He is pro-life 
on abortion and supports traditional mar- 
riage. “I’ve always supported the proposi- 
tion that marriage should be between one 
man and one woman,” he said in his April 
21 acceptance speech for the Constitution 
Party presidential nomination. 

Goode’s social focus is on immigration, 
making his campaign slogan “citizenship 
matters” a strong contrast to the establish- 
ment candidates Obama and Romney, as 
well as Libertarian Party candidate Gary 
Johnson. 

Goode has called for a repeal of that 
portion of the 14th Amendment that courts 
have interpreted to mean that children of 
illegal immigrants born in the United 
States are entitled to automatic U.S. citi- 
zenship. Goode has called for a morato- 
rium on even legal immigration (with few 
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Foreign wars: All three of the third-party candidates for president would substantially cut down 
on the U.S. military presence abroad, compared with Obama and Romney, who would continue 
— and even increase — foreign wars and drone strikes. 


exceptions) until the immigration issue 
can be solved, a contrast with all the other 
candidates for president. 

Rep. Goode has a strong record against 
marijuana legalization, contrasting with 
the Libertarian Johnson and Green Party 
candidate Stein. 


Dr. Jill Stein (Running mate: community 
organizer Cheri Honkala) 

The Green Party presidential nominee, 
Jill Stein, is a medical doctor by trade, 
graduating from Harvard College and 
Harvard Medical School, and has sought 
numerous Massachusetts state political of- 
fices over the past decade. 

The Green Party has already gained 
ballot access in at least 23 states and the 
District of Columbia, and as a registered 
write-in in at least four additional states. 
Stein will probably be on the 
ballot in 30 or more states 
and a qualified write-in vir- 
tually everywhere else. 

The Green 
Party platform promises that 
“Greens will reduce our na- 
tional debt.” The party prom- 
ises to raise taxes to as high 
as 90 percent in some areas 
and enact a 50-percent cut 


in defense spending. It also promises to 
“end corporate welfare.” By themselves, 
these changes would close the deficit gap, 
assuming the additional taxes don’t de- 
stroy the economic activities being taxed, 
but Stein has also promised a massive 
new wave of spending under the slogan 
“The Green New Deal for America” that 
would far outpace any spending cuts and 
tax increases. Thus, it’s not surprising that 
Stein’s campaign website doesn’t supply a 
spreadsheet of how it would budget funds. 

Stein’s January 2012 “Green New Deal 
for America” manifesto is based upon 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s 1944 “Sec- 
ond Bill of Rights.” Stein explains: “The 
Green New Deal begins with an Economic 
Bill of Rights that recognizes our rights 
to an economy that serves people. This 
means that everyone willing and able to 
work has the right to a job at a living wage. 
All of us have the right to quality educa- 
tion, health care, utilities, and housing.” 
The Green Bill of Rights constitutes a 
giant economic make-work agenda guar- 
anteed to bankrupt the nation and put 16 
million more people on the government 
payroll. (Stein would implement it at the 
state and local levels.) 

The Stein/Green Party economic phi- 
losophy can strictly be categorized as fas- 
cist, in that the Green Party would redirect 
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corporations to support the goals of the 
government, and the government would 
support the new corporate structure with 
tax dollars. The Green Party platform calls 
for “federal chartering of corporations that 
includes comprehensive, strict and enforce- 
able social responsibility requirements.” 
The new corporate model under a Green re- 
gime would be the cooperative: “The Green 
Transition Program will provide grants and 
low-interest loans to grow green business- 
es and cooperatives, with an emphasis on 
small, locally-based companies that keep 
the wealth created by local labor circulat- 
ing in the community rather than being 
drained off to enrich absentee investors.” 
Stein proposes creating “a Corporation for 
Economic Democracy” to teach Americans 
the wonders of cooperatives. 

Stein would nationalize all utilities and 
enact far-reaching environmental regula- 
tions (increasing Corporate Average Fuel 
Economy rules for auto manufacturers and a 
“zero waste” policy). The Green Party addi- 
tionally proposes a government-run “highly 
centralized food system” where government 
sets food prices according to “the health ef- 
fects of eating processed foods.” 

The Green Party would nationalize the 
Federal Reserve Bank, and it calls for 


“ending what’s known as the fractional 
reserve system.” Greens would partially 
pay for their new spending with govern- 
ment monetary inflation that “will be cre- 
ated and spent into circulation by the U.S. 
Government.” 

Foreign Policy: Some of Stein’s foreign 
policies would attract constitutional con- 
servatives: Stein notes that “Washington 
and Eisenhower, both generals who be- 
came president, warned us about the mili- 
tary industrial complex. They warned us 
about the dangers of empire. The Green 
New Deal includes a 50% reduction in 
military spending and the withdrawal of 
U.S. military bases from the over 140 
countries in which our military is now 
located. It calls for restoration of the 
National Guard as the centerpiece of our 
system of national defense.” Informed 
constitutionalists recognize that huge cuts 
in military spending can be made without 
endangering national defense since much 
of the military budget is based on empire 
building and foreign adventurism, not na- 
tional defense. Moreover, even a 50-per- 
cent cut in military spending would leave 
U.S. “defense” spending three times 
greater than China’s, the world’s next 
largest spender on the military. 


However, the Green Party platform 
would undermine U.S. security and sov- 
ereignty if its plans were implemented. 
It calls for dismantling all U.S. nuclear 
weapons unilaterally, plus international 
controls: “The U.S. ... must allow foreign 
teams to visit the U.S. for verification pur- 
poses at least annually.” The Green Party 
platform argues that “the U.S. is obligated 
to render military assistance or service 
under U.N. command to enforce U.N. Se- 
curity Council resolutions.” The Greens 
would seek to give up the U.S. veto at the 
Security Council of the United Nations 
and “urge our government to sign the In- 
ternational Criminal Court agreement and 
respect the authority of that institution.” 
Put simply, the Green Party supports glob- 
al governance under the United Nations. 

The Green Party seeks to repeal interna- 
tional trade regimes such as NAFTA and 
the WTO, but would replace them with 
revised agreements that “protect the labor, 
human rights, economy, environment and 
domestic industry of partner and recipient 
nations,” — that is, a more encompassing 
and powerful NAFTA and WTO. 

Civil Liberties: The Green Party plat- 
form officially calls for “strict enforce- 
ment of our First Amendment rights of 


Green Party candidate Jill Stein: Stein and her running mate were arrested August 1 in a protest in front of the Philadelphia headquarters of Fannie 
Mae. She says she would issue an executive order creating a national moratorium on foreclosures. 
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Gun control for police? The Green Party platform calls for limiting weapons possessed by police, even 


non-lethal weapons such as Tasers and pepper spray. 


speech, assembly, association and peti- 
tion,” but in reality would end each of 
those freedoms. The Green Party would 
enact federal censorship by creating laws 
to “carve up the big media conglomerates, 
and follow up with vigorous anti-trust 
enforcement,” “reinstate and strengthen 
the Fairness Doctrine,” “ensure net neu- 
trality,’ and “establish substantial pub- 
lic interest obligations for broadcasters 
and hold them accountable, and revoke 
licenses from outlets that fail to satisfy 
these obligations.” 

The Green Party would seek a constitu- 
tional amendment to repeal the Supreme 
Court’s Citizens United decision, which 
freed American citizens to associate, in- 
corporate, and engage in political speech 
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outside of the six media conglomerates 
that control 95 percent of mainstream 
media. The Green Party says, “We urgent- 
ly need to amend our Constitution to make 
clear that corporations are not persons and 
money is not speech,” though corpora- 
tions are nothing more than assemblies of 
citizens exercising their First Amendment 
rights together. The Green Party’s solution 
is to have government become the gate- 
keeper of all political opinion: “Replace 
big money control of elections with full 
public financing and free and equal access 
to the airwaves.” 

The Green Party is generally supportive 
of gun control — even for police — as the 
party’s 2008 platform called for limiting 
police possession of guns and even non-le- 
thal weapons such as Tasers, 
tear gas, and pepper spray. 
“We’re not arguing that 
nobody should have a gun 
— but public safety should 
factor into constraints,” 
Stein told OnThelssues.org 
website December 21, 2011. 

While the Green Party is 
hostile to the First and Sec- 
ond Amendments of the 
U.S. Constitution, the party 
platform is strong on the 
rest of the Bill of Rights, 
calling to: 


¢ “End illegal government spying, 
including the use of warrantless wire- 
taps;” 

e “End torture;” 

¢ “Restore habeas corpus;” 

¢ “End the use of indefinite deten- 
tion without trial;” and, 

¢ “Repeal ... the USA PATRIOT 
Act.” 


The Green Party is 
socially liberal, favoring federally 
funded, legalized abortion. The Green 
Party also favors government recogni- 
tion of “same-sex marriage” and ap- 
plauds the abolition of the “don’t ask, 
don’t tell” rules for the military. 

On immigration, the Green Party 
favors amnesty for illegal aliens 
and open borders with Canada and 
Mexico, allowing anyone from either 
country to move to the United States. 
The Green Party would repeal the 
Real ID law, noting that “a national 
ID card system is one of the hallmarks of 
a totalitarian government or police state.” 

Greens seek to “end the failed war on 
drugs,” grant amnesty for all non-violent 
drug offenders, and “implement a step-by- 
step program to decriminalize all drugs in 
the United States.” 

we KOR 

These three candidates are the only three 
likely to achieve ballot status in a major- 
ity of states, but they won’t be the only 
candidates on the ballot in every state. 
The fractious Reform Party (of Ross 
Perot legacy) may field a candidate. Sev- 
eral candidates are vying for that party’s 
nomination. And the Peace and Freedom 
Party may end up nominating comedi- 
enne/actress Roseanne Barr for president 
and anti-war activist Cindy Sheehan for 
vice president. Both parties could obtain 
ballot positions in some states. 

The other wildcard in the presidential 
election is a candidate who isn’t even run- 
ning: Texas Congressman Ron Paul, who 
won possibly as many as 100,000 votes 
in the 2008 general election (the offi- 
cial tally was 42,426, though most states 
don’t report unregistered write-ins to the 
Federal Election Commission). With the 
unfolding of the Ron Paul “revolution” 
over the past two years, Paul will likely 
receive more write-in votes than four 
years ago. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Independents, Not Dependents 


These pundits tell why they are cheering despite the lousy economy and the increased 
dissatisfaction voters find with the Democratic and Republican Parties. 


by Jack Kenny 


The Declaration of Independents, by Nick 
Gillespie and Matt Welch, New York: Pub- 
lic Affairs, 2011, 264 pages, hardcover. 


“Blessed is the man who expects noth- 

ing, for he shall never be disappointed.” 
Nick Gillespie and Matt Welch seem deter- 
mined to pass up that blessing. The authors 
of The Declaration of Independents are so 
optimistic about the future of our country, 
if not our government, that in the epilogue 
to last year’s hardcover edition of the book 
they cheerfully quoted the title of the 1980s 
song that summed up their upbeat assess- 
ment: “The Future’s So Bright I Gotta Wear 
Shades.” By the time this year’s paperback 
edition came out, they acknowledged a so- 
bering reality or two had dampened their 
enthusiasm and reduced the demand for the 
shades at least a bit. 

“We thought,” they acknowledged in 
their foreward to this year’s paperback 
edition, “that more Americans, especially 
the earnest ones who fill our city halls, 
statehouses, and federal legislature, more 
fully grokked the unsustainability of the 
twenty-first century’s endless spending 
increases.” Federal spending alone, they 
note, had risen, in constant 2005 dollars, 
from $1.85 trillion in 1991 to $2.1 tril- 
lion in 2001 to $3.1 trillion in 2010. And 
while the federal government is still with- 
out a budget for 2012, competing spend- 
ing plans call for outlays of $4.9 trillion 
or $5.8 trillion. One of their chapters is 
entitled “We Are So Out of Money,” and 
their frustration with the politicians who 
go on spending as though we were not 
is evident in their rhetorical question: 
“What part of ‘we are out of money’ don’t 
the feds understand?” The fiscal picture 
for state and municipal government is no 
less frightful, the authors note: 


I t has been called the Ninth Beatitude: 


At least 48 of the 50 states are run- 
ning shortfalls, many of them stag- 
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gering. Cities, counties, and states 
are on the hook for an estimated half 
trillion dollars’ worth of pension 
promises for which they haven’t 
socked away any money. New Jersey 
can’t build tunnels. California pays 
more in debt service than it does in 
funding its once-enviable universi- 
ties, and the president’s home state 
of Illinois is in receivership. The 
U.S. budget situation is much worse 
than that of Greece, a country that 
has been wracked by violence and 
instability after bondholders refused 
to keep propping up its fiscal fan- 
tasyland. We are one sharp turn in 
international market sentiment away 
from a crisis none of us has ever 
lived through. 


Parting With Parties 

And these, remember, are the optimists. 
Their confidence is expressed in the 
book’s subtitle, How Libertarian Politics 
Can Fix What’s Wrong With America. 
Not that theirs is a call for enrollment 
in the Libertarian Party. But Welch and 
Gillespie, editors respectively of the lib- 
ertarian Reason magazine and Reason. 
com, celebrate the fact that Americans are 
leaving the two-party “duopoly” in record 
numbers, voting with their feet against 
both Democrats and Republicans. Gallup, 
they note, reported in 2011 that a record- 
high 40 percent of Americans identify as 
Independent. “More than 2.5 million vot- 
ers have left the Democratic and Republi- 
can parties since the 2008 election,” wrote 
USA Today’s Richard Wolf, “while the 
number of independent voters continues 
to grow.” 

The mass exodus reflects a popular 
discontent with the politics of the past 
four years, which has given us not only 
the much despised ObamaCare, but the 
bipartisan bailout of the “too big to fail” 
financial companies, the government 
takeover of General Motors, and two in- 
creasingly unpopular drawn-out wars that 
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HOW LIBERTARIAN 
Po.itics CAN FIX 
WHAT’S WRONG 
WITH AMERICA 


NICK GILLESPIE & MATT WELCH 


soon escalated far beyond the originally 
stated purposes. The populist anger over 
the raiding of the public treasury and the 
raising of the national debt to save the 
powerful and well connected from their 
own financial follies gave rise to both the 
Tea Party rebellion on the Right and the 
Occupy Wall Street demonstrations on 
the Left. It also reflects a growing aware- 
ness that neither of the two major parties 
comes close to being what it claims to 
be. “It is a shock to tender ears, we re- 
alize, but by any meaningful yardstick, 
Democrats do not care about free speech, 
and Republicans don’t care about free 
enterprise,” the authors insist. “They are 
much more concerned about convincing 
you the other guy is a Nazi than they are 
about relaxing government’s control over 
activities it has no business meddling in.” 

Gillespie and Welch base their opti- 
mism on people, both here and abroad, 
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People laid off from high-tech companies 


have started their own Internet 


businesses. Beer lovers who started 


home brewing back in the 1970s, when 
it was still illegal, gave rise to an 
industry that now includes some 1,500 
microbreweries and 1,000 brew pubs. 


who have made life better not through 
conventional political activity, but by fol- 
lowing their own “pursuit of happiness” 
in ways that have significantly affected 
both corporate and political life. People 
laid off from high-tech companies have 
started their own Internet businesses. 
Beer lovers who started home brewing 
back in the 1970s, when it was still il- 
legal, gave rise to an industry that now 
includes some 1,500 microbreweries and 
1,000 brew pubs. A Texas attorney who 
waged a successful battle for Southwest 
Airlines against the restrictive, competi- 
tion-killing regulations of the Texas Civil 
Aeronautics Board became the company’s 
CEO — and inspired a successful airline 
deregulation movement at the federal level 
that has left passengers, in the words of 
the Southwest slogan, more “free to move 
about the country.” The proliferation of 
blogs and websites on the Internet offers 
a wider variety of news, information, and 
viewpoints, while Facebook, Twitter, and 
other “social media” networks have made 
it easier for likeminded people to coalesce 
around causes and candidates they sup- 
port. More than ever, the consumer of 
news is talking back, no longer passively 
accepting a neatly packaged view of the 
world presented each evening by a net- 
work news anchor who assures us, “That’s 
the way it is.” 

As more newspapers folded and network 
audiences dwindled, “progressive” minds 
seized on the news industry as another can- 
didate for a government “stimulus” plan. 
One modest proposal, pegged at a mere $60 
billion over three years, came from Robert 
McChestney, communications professor at 
the University of Illinois, and John Nichols, 
the Washington, D.C., correspondent for 
The Nation magazine. It included a $200 
tax credit for newspaper subscriptions, the 
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elimination of postage fees 
for magazines that receive 
less than 20 percent of their 
revenue in advertising (there- 
by adding to the red ink of 
the U.S. Postal Service), and 
“a well-funded student news- 
paper and a low-power FM 
radio station in every middle 
school, high school and col- 
lege.’ Former Washington 
Post executive editor Leonard 
Downie, Jr. called for a “Re- 
construction of American Journalism” that 
would include a “Fund for Local News,’ to 
be administered by the Federal Communi- 
cations Commission. In March 2009, Sen. 
Ben Cardin (D-Md.) offered the Newspaper 
Revitalization Act, which would have of- 
fered newspapers tax breaks and allowed 
them to become 501(c)(3) non-profits if 
they did not endorse political candidates 
and limited the amount of advertising they 
published. Perhaps it didn’t occur to the 
senator that offering government favors to 
induce newspapers to keep their editorial 
mouths shut about political races and to 
limit their advertising might constitute an 
abridgment of the freedom of speech. 


Effecting Change 

The authors see life as improving in all 
but three large areas that are either con- 
trolled or heavily regulated by govern- 
ment — healthcare, retirement, and edu- 
cation. But then, control over our lives, 
our money, and our minds gives to gov- 
ernment quite a lot of ground to cover and 
to us a shrinking zone of privacy in which 
to follow our own “pursuit of happiness.” 
Gillespie and Welch do not offer a politi- 
cal platform or program for reducing gov- 
ernment to its proper, constitutional role. 
Government programs are, after all, 
what libertarians oppose. The 
problem with the Occupy 
movement, they find, 

is that the outcry 

against fun- 


neling taxpayer dollars to “banksters” is 
“drowned out by calls for student loan for- 
giveness, free health care, jobs for life, or, 
in the most extreme cases, the abolition of 
money altogether and a return to a barter 
economy.” Tea Party activists, on the other 
hand, are “far too likely to prefer military 
intervention, immigration restrictions, and 
constitutional amendments to prohibit ac- 
tivities they do not favor.” 

Neither group will effect change by 
falling in behind a perceived “lesser of 
two evils,” offered by one or the other of 
two parties that, the authors insist, “have 
about as much governing difference be- 
tween them as Fidel and Raul Castro.” To 
remain viable, the protest groups “must 
hold the parties hostage to votes that 
would not merely not be cast but [are] 
thrown in the direction of unelectable 
candidates who hold unorthodox views 
on the issues that are most mangled by 
both parties when in power.” To remain 
potent, “the small-government move- 
ment on the right must continue to stiff- 
arm the GOP unless and until Repub- 
licans finally begin to spend less at all 
levels of government.” 

Well, that is optimistic, and it may 
well be that most voters in the “small- 
government movement” are unwilling to 
risk having another four years of Barack 
Obama by throwing their votes to “un- 
electable candidates” with “unorthodox 
views.” Typically, that is dismissed as 
“wasting your vote.” But as Gillespie 
and Welch ably argue, the returns on 
our freedoms from votes invested in the 
candidates of the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties point to the need for a dif- 
ferent strategy. 
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Great Catch 


Some catches are tremendous, such as the 
famous catch by the New York Giants’ 
David Tyree during Super Bowl XLI, 
when he wrestled the ball away from 
the New England Patriots’ Rodney Har- 
rison. But the catch made by Brooklyn 
man Steve St. Bernard at a Coney Island 
apartment building in Brooklyn on July 16 
might top even Tyree’s. 

Hollywood Life reports, “Keyla [Mc- 
Cree], who is autistic, managed to push 
aside the accordion enclosure surrounding 
the AC unit, and then crawled through the 
small space. Onlookers watched the girl 
perform a song and dance routine on top 
of the air conditioner, fearing the worst.” 

To the shock of the onlookers, Keyla 
tripped and began to fall from the third 
floor to the concrete ground. Fortunately 
for McCree, St. Bernard was waiting below 
with open arms to catch her. 

“T just prayed that I’d catch her,” he told 
the New York Daily News. “I was right un- 
derneath her.” 

“There were all these kids yelling, ‘the 
little girl, the little girl,” Steve told CBS 
New York. “I saw a little girl standing on 
the air conditioner. I said, ‘Let me get over 
to her in time,’ and I made it just in time.” 

Steve moved right under the girl, find- 
ing the perfect spot to catch her in case 
she lost her balance. “I went over there to 
make sure if she fell I could catch her,” he 
said. Neither one suffered ill effects from 
the catch. 


Deputies’ Heroes 


Krista Crawford and her fiancé, resi- 
dents of Spokane, Washington, had just 
arrived home and were getting settled in 
when they heard noise that sounded like 
fireworks. The sounds drew them to their 
front porch. The couple was confused be- 
cause it was the afternoon, and fireworks 
are typically reserved for night hours. 

Standing at their front door, they saw a 
car speed out of the neighborhood and two 
Spokane County Sheriff vehicles stopped 
in the middle of the road, which did not 
give chase. 

Crawford and her fiancé approached the 
patrol cars and saw two wounded deputies 
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on the ground. KHQ.com reported what 
happened next: “Putting their own safety 
aside, they rushed to the aid of 45-year-old 
Sheriff Deputy Matt Spink and 42-year- 
old Deputy Mike Northway.” 

The deputies had pulled over 41-year- 
old Charles Wallace for a routine traffic 
stop, and Wallace began to fire on the 
deputies. Before Wallace sped off, Spink 
took a bullet to the leg, while Northway, 
who was shot four times, suffered injuries 
in both arms as well as his leg. 

Immediately, Krista and her fiancé 
sprang into action, and applied pressure to 
the officers’ wounds. They stayed with the 
victims and tended to their wounds until 
first responders arrived. 

“IT wasn’t really thinking about the se- 
verity of the situation,’ Crawford said. 
“There’s a couple guys who have been 
shot, officers, and you can see the bullet 
holes in each one of their arms, and so it 
was like, okay, we have to stop the bleed- 
ing. I didn’t feel panicked or anything. It 
was just kind of like autopilot kicked in.” 

The caring couple was not harmed in 
the process, and the officers were taken to 
the local hospital where they were treated 
for their wounds. Krista and her fiancé cel- 
ebrated a very happy wedding a week later. 


Aurora Heroes 


Despite the devastation and destruction of 
the now-infamous Aurora movie theater 
shooting in Colorado, stories of heroism 
and courage managed to emerge. 

Three of the fatal shooting victims died 
protecting the lives of their girlfriends. Jon 
Blunk, Matt McQuinn, and Alex Teves re- 
portedly used their bodies as shields to 
protect their girlfriends from the bullets of 
killer James Holmes. 

The New York Daily News reported, 
“Blunk’s girlfriend, Jansen Young; Mc- 
Quinn’s girlfriend, Samantha Yowler; and 
Teves’ gal pal Amanda Lindgren made it 
out of the bloodbath — but they would 
have been killed had it not been for the 
loves of their lives.” 

Blunk had taken Young to see Friday’s 
midnight premiere of The Dark Knight Rises 
to celebrate her graduation from veterinary 
school. When the gunman burst through the 
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theater, Blunk pushed Jansen to the ground 
and under her seat, and then threw his body 
on top of her. According to Young, she could 
feel Blunk holding her tightly. 

“There was kind of a break in between 
each gunshot,” Jansen told the TODAY 
Show. “Every gunshot, I was like, “This is 
it — I’m done for’ Jon gave me one good 
push against that concrete again and then 
— I didn’t really feel his arms against my 
back anymore but I knew he was still there.” 

It wasn’t until the shooting stopped that 
she realized her boyfriend had been shot. 
“He’s a hero, and he’!l never be forgotten,” 
a tearful Young said. “Jon took a bullet for 
me.” 

Young was too tearful to continue, so 
her mother added, “He was loving, the 
kind of guy you want your daughter to be 
with, and ultimately, she’s alive because of 
this, because he protected her.” 

Blunk had also served in the Navy and 
recently filled out papers to reenlist in the 
hopes of becoming a Navy SEAL. 

Young’s mother said, “To her, he was a 
hero anyway because he wanted to serve 
his country. He said that all the time: ‘I 
was born to serve my country.” 

Teves, 24, took similar action to protect 
the life of his girlfriend. 

“He pushed her to the floor to save her 
and he ended up getting a bullet,” said his 
aunt, Barbara Slivinske, 57, also on the 
TODAY Show. “He was gonna hit the floor 
himself, but he never made it.” 

And Samantha Yowler, 26, survived the 
horrible tragedy with a gunshot wound 
to the knee after her boyfriend heroically 
shielded her body with his. 

Witnesses said Matt McQuinn threw 
his body on top of Yowler’s as soon as the 
shooting began. 

The Daily News writes, “McQuinn, 
27, and Yowler met at a Target store in 
Springfield, Ohio, where they worked. 
They transferred to a Target in Aurora last 
November.” 

Colleagues of Matt and Samantha were 
devastated to learn of the news. 

“He was a great outgoing person,” said 
a co-worker at the Colorado Target. “We 
lost a great person and we still can’t pic- 
ture or realize that he’s gone.” Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Rallying Cry for Christ 


In the 1920s, when Marxist-influenced politicians in Mexico virtually outlawed practicing 
the Christian religion, both priests and parishioners stood their ground. 
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Fighting for freedom and for God: An unidentified unit of the Cristero army. “Cristero,” which means “Christer” in Spanish, was originally applied 


= a 


as a term of derision by President Calles, but Mexico’s Catholics embraced the label. 


by William F. Jasper 


“\ ilk Cristo Rey!” (“Long Live 
Christ the King.”) That was 
the rallying cry for millions of 

Mexicans during the second and third dec- 

ades of the 20th century, as revolutionary 

governments, modeled after the Bolshevik 
regime in Russia, unleashed round after 
round of persecution and terror throughout 

Mexico. For Greater Glory, the recently 

released epic film starring Andy Garcia 

and Eva Longoria, provides a stirring in- 
troduction to the “Cristero War,” or “Cris- 
tiada” (1926-1929), a heroic chapter of 

Mexico’s history that, until now, has been 

almost virtually unknown in the United 

States (as well as in Mexico, where the 

government has suppressed true reports of 

the persecutions and all favorable mention 
of the Cristeros, people who finally rose 
up to fight for religious liberty). 

The wholesale raping and pillaging; 
destruction and desecration of churches; 
torture and murder of Catholic priests; 
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closing of Catholic schools, hospitals, 
seminaries, convents, and orphanages; 
takeover of education by anti-Christian 
propagandists; and other outrages initi- 
ated by the regime of President Plutarco 
Elias Calles, ultimately drove the long- 
suffering Mexican people to take up arms 
against the dictatorial oppressor. Tens of 
thousands — mostly peasants — joined 
the Cristero army, led by General Enrique 
Gorostieta (played in For Greater Glory 
by Andy Garcia). Although poorly armed 
and usually outnumbered, the Cristeros 
repeatedly inflicted decisive defeats upon 
Calles’ army. Unable to defeat the Crister- 
os militarily, Calles resorted to diplomatic 
treachery, suing for peace and promising 
to restore religious liberty. Hundreds of 
Cristero leaders who accepted his amnes- 
ty and laid down their arms were impris- 
oned, tortured, and executed; thousands of 
Cristero supporters were hunted down and 
murdered. 

It is to America’s everlasting shame 
that our White House and State Depart- 
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ment not only aided Calles in this decep- 
tion but also provided him with arms and 
airplanes, while blocking all attempts by 
the Cristeros — Christian freedom fighters 
— to buy arms and munitions. In so doing, 
the U.S. government aligned itself with the 
anti-Christian forces that have been initi- 
ating communistic revolutions throughout 
the world since that great atheistic proto- 
type, the French Revolution of 1789. 


Complicit Against Christ 

In For Greater Glory, actor Bruce Green- 
wood plays Dwight Morrow, the U.S. am- 
bassador dispatched to Mexico to smooth 
over relations and protect the oil interests 
of U.S. companies. A lawyer and Wall 
Street insider, Morrow was a partner in 
the largest American commercial bank of 
the era, J.P. Morgan & Co., and sat on the 
boards of many of our nation’s major cor- 
porations. He was also an influential mem- 
ber of the Council on Foreign Relations, 
as have been many of the other key actors 
who have aided the long crucifixion of our 
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southern neighbor. While the ambassadors 
of England, France, and other nations re- 
monstrated the Calles government for its 
barbarities against the Catholic Church, 
Morrow, the suave, reserved patrician, 
far from criticizing Calles, made a public 
show of support for the man and his ongo- 
ing brutal policies. Greenwood’s portrayal 
of Morrow’s cool indifference to the vic- 
tims of Calles’ vicious programs comports 
well with the actual record. 

Father Michael Kenny, in his 1935 
exposé, No God Next Door: Red Rule in 
Mexico and Our Responsibility, especially 
excoriates Morrow for flying to Calles’ aid 
at the very time that the blood of martyred 
Father Miguel Pro was still wet on the 
ground. Noted Father Kenny: 


Failing even to acknowledge a legal 
protest submitted to him by a lawyer’s 
committee, Mr. Morrow hastened 
to tour the country with Calles, who 
gaily played the Toreador to amuse his 
friend. He thus impressed the world 
that all was well with Mexico, and 
made it clear to his own people and 


Wie Nik 


the Cristeros that even in 
the savagest excesses of 
persecution, the United 
States Government stood 
back of him. 


Father Miguel Augustin Pro, 
the most famous and beloved 
of Mexico’s martyrs, was 
a young Jesuit priest noted 
for his cheerful sanctity and 
daring heroics in ministering 
to his persecuted faithful. 
Falsely accused by the Calles regime of 
involvement in an assassination attempt, 
he was hunted down and arrested, along 
with his brothers Humberto and Roberto, 
and then ordered to be executed without 
trial or due process of law. Such was the 
standard operating procedure in Calles’ 
“republic” championed by Ambassador 
Morrow and the powers that he served. 

Ann Ball, in her biography Viva Cristo 
Rey!: Blessed Miguel Augustin Pro, S.J. 
— Martyr for Christ the King, describes 
Father Pro’s execution, which was carried 
out on November 23, 1927: 


Wall Street insider Dwight Morrow (pictured here with his wife, Elizabeth) served as U.S. 
ambassador to Mexico 1927-1930, providing crucial support to President Calles’ persecution of 
Christians and his military campaign against the Cristeros. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


The images of Fr. Pro kneeling in pray 
before his execution, then sublimely 
receiving the fatal volley with outstret 


arms, and, finally, the picture of a sol 
standing over his crumpled body and 

a rifle shot into his head, did not terror 
the Mexican faithful into submission. 


Father Pro was led out first. He 
blessed the firing squad and then 
gave them his forgiveness. Refusing 
the traditional blindfold, he knelt for 
final prayer in front of the bullet- 
riddled walls. Rosary and profession 
crucifix in hand, he stretched out his 
arms in the form of a cross. Through 
the rifle fire, his strongly spoken last 
words could be heard: “Viva Cristo 
Rey!” (Long Live Christ the King!’’) 


Calles had ordered that the execution be 
photographed, the images to be used for 
propaganda purposes. As it turned out, the 
photographs had quite an opposite effect to 
what Calles had expected. The images of Fr. 
Pro kneeling in prayer before his execution, 
then sublimely receiving the fatal volley 
with outstretched arms, and, finally, the pic- 
ture of a soldier standing over his crumpled 
body and firing a rifle shot into his head, 
did not terrorize the Mexican faithful into 
submission. To the contrary, Father Pro’s 
heroic martyrdom inflamed their zeal, and 
the photographs provided dramatic docu- 
mentation of the barbarous nature of the 
Calles regime, belying the claims to civility 
and tolerance made by Calles, Morrow, and 
the Calles publicists in the American media. 
Tens of thousands of people lined the streets 
for his funeral procession, in open defiance 
of the Calles dictatorship. Father Pro con- 
tinues to inspire. In 1988, Pope John Paul II 
journeyed to Mexico to formally pronounce 
Fr. Pro’s beatification, the penultimate step 
in the formal process of canonization, or 
sainthood, in the Catholic Church. 

Many other priests suffered similar fates 
— and left similarly stirring examples. 
Father Wilfrid Parsons, S.J., recounts, in 
Mexican Martyrdom, 1926-1935: First- 
hand Experiences of the Religious Per- 
secution in Mexico (1936), the execution 
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of Father Elias Nieves in March of 1928. 
A company of soldiers had been sent to 
arrest Fr. Nieves at his parish in Micho- 
acan, but the villagers had hidden him and 
smuggled him to a neighboring village. 
By breaking down doors and terrorizing 
enough villagers, the pursuers eventually 
tracked down their prey and dragged him 
forth from his hiding place, along with two 
sturdy peons who tried valiantly, but hope- 
lessly, to defend him. The three prisoners 
lay bound all night, and the next morning, 
recounts Father Parsons, 


Father Nieves and the others were 
called early, and the troops kept the 
villagers cowed. The two peons knelt 


“Kneel down,” he said, “I will give 
you the blessing of a priest — and 
along with it my pardon for what 
you are about to do.” Every one of 
the simple soldiers knelt down and 
piously received the blessing of the 
priest, making the Sign of the Cross 
on their bodies. 

The Captain laughed. “Even for 
you there is a blessing and my par- 
don,” said Father Nieves. For answer 
the Captain drew his revolver and 
shot him dead. Then to make sure, he 
stepped forward, and gave him the 
coup de grace in the temple, blowing 
the brains out. 


the Mexican troops, “You may take me, 
but I don’t surrender.” 

After two weeks of prison failed to 
break the young Cristero’s resolve, he 
was ordered to be tortured and executed. 
Historian Ruben Quezada, who wrote For 
Greater Glory: The True Story of Cristia- 
da, acompanion book to the film, gave this 
brief account to Zenit, the Vatican-based 
news agency, of José del Rio’s execution: 


Consequently they cut the bottom 
of his feet and obliged him to walk 
around the town toward the cemetery. 
They also at times cut him with a ma- 
chete until he was bleeding from sev- 
eral wounds. He cried and moaned 


down for Confession and absolution, 
and they stepped forward together. 
“We are ready,” they announced. One 
after the other they took the hail of 
bullets without flinching. 

It was the priest’s turn. As he 
walked to the wall beside the two 
motionless bodies, he turned and 
asked for a few moments to recollect 
himself. He knelt a long while, then 
standing, said: “I am ready.” But at 
the moment that the soldiers lifted 
their rifles, he raised his hand. 


For Greater Glory provides a moving and 
accurate account of the heroic actions of 
one of Mexico’s youngest martyrs, José 
Luis Sanchez del Rio (played by actor 
Mauricio Kuri), who joined the Cristero 
armed resistance as a flag bearer shortly 
after becoming a teenager. During a battle 
in early 1928, José gave his horse to Cris- 
tero General Prudencio Mendoza, whose 
steed had been shot from beneath him, 
then gave covering fire until his ammuni- 
tion ran out and he was surrounded and 
captured. The 14-year-old reportedly told 


with pain, but he did not give in. At 
times they stopped him and said, “If 
you shout ‘Death to Christ the King’ 
we will spare your life.” José would 
only shout, “I will never give in. Viva 
Cristo Rey!’ When they reached the 
place of execution, they stabbed him 
numerous times with bayonets. He 
only shouted louder, “Viva Cristo 
Rey!” The commander was so furi- 
ous that he pulled out his pistol and 
shot Blessed José Sanchez del Rio in 
the head. 
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Father Miguel Augustin Pro: After blessing the firing squad and offering them his forgiveness, 
he stretched out his arms to form a cross and called out “Viva Cristo Rey!” He was executed 


wearing secular clothes because it was illegal for Catholic priests and nuns to wear their religious 


clothing in public. 
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According to eyewitnesses, before dying, 
José traced the sign of the Cross on the 
ground with his finger, using his own 
blood. 

To those unfamiliar with Mexican his- 
tory and the Cristiada, a question natural- 
ly springs to mind: How and why did such 
violently anti-Christian revolts occur in 
an ostensibly Christian nation? It is im- 
portant to understand that the revolution 
in Mexico was not entirely homegrown, 
and definitely was not a movement of 
the masses, as is commonly presented 
in histories, as well as news accounts of 
the era provided by writers for the New 
York Times and other pro-revolutionary 
newspapers. 

Although Mexico is overwhelmingly 
Catholic (and was even more so at the be- 
ginning of the 20th century), the Mexican 
Constitution of 1917 reflected the Marxist 
and anti-clerical zeitgeist of the Russian 
Bolshevik Revolution of that same year. 
In addition to confiscating the property 
(churches, schools, universities, hospitals, 
monasteries, convents, rectories, etc.) of 
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José Sanchez del Rio, who is played in For Greater Glory by Mauricio Kuri, was declared “Blessed 
step in formal canonization by the Catholic Church. 


the Catholic Church, the new constitution 
placed draconian restrictions on Catholic 
worship and Catholic clergy, forbidding 
priests, bishops, and nuns even to wear 
their religious garb in public, on pain of 
fine and imprisonment. 

It is worth noting that the anti-church 
restrictions applied, in theory, to all 
churches, but, since Mexico was 99 per- 
cent Catholic, it applied in practice only 
to the Catholic Church — at first. In order 
to win popular support from Americans 
and to counter the reports that his regime 
was unfriendly to religion, Calles invited 
Protestant churches to come to Mexico. 
To some he sold confiscated Catholic 
churches at cut-rate prices. To some he 
even gave confiscated churches, schools, 
and hospitals for free. However, most of 
the Protestant churches, which had wel- 
comed Calles’ generosity with elation, 
eventually ended up experiencing some 
of the same persecution that had been vis- 
ited upon the Catholics. 


Red Mexico 

Mexico’s Constitution of 1917 was the cul- 
mination of a series of convulsive revolu- 
tions that had wracked Mexico for nearly 
a century. They were convulsions that 
stretched back to a “Hidden Hand” from 
the French Revolution. When Napoleon 
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Bonaparte occupied Spain in 1808, he 
brought an officer corps thoroughly satu- 
rated with members of the Grand Orient 
Lodge of Freemasonry, as well as the Scot- 
tish Rite. The Grand Orient, especially, 
was steeped in the Jacobin anti-clericalism 
that had unleashed the Reign of Terror 
during the French Revolution. The lead- 
ers of both organizations shared unbridled 
hostility toward the Catholic Church. The 
officer corps of the Spanish military was 
soon completely permeated with men who 
shared the antipathy of the “enlightened” 
intellectuals toward the Catholic Church. 
From Spain, the anti-clerical virus was 
transmitted, via the military ranks and the 
more atheistic or skeptical intelligentsia, to 
Mexico’s military leaders. U.S. Minister to 
Mexico Joel Roberts Poinsett introduced 
the York Rite to Mexico in the early 1820s. 
While this led eventually to violent fratri- 
cidal wars between the rival masonic rites, 
the dominant leadership of the lodges — 
and their political branches — was united 
in its enmity toward the Catholic Church. 
In his important 1935 history of Mexi- 
co, Blood-Drenched Altars, Francis Clem- 
ent Kelley, the Roman Catholic Bishop of 
Oklahoma City and Tulsa, quotes from the 
works of distinguished Mexican historian 
Lucas Ignacio Alaman and American his- 
torian Hubert Howe Bancroft on the exten- 


sive reach and influence of freemasonry 
throughout the Mexican military. Bishop 
Kelley also quotes important revelations 
by Deputy José Maria Bocanegra, a mem- 
ber of Congress under President Iturbide. 

Sefior Bocanegra wrote in his mem- 
oirs: “It is necessary to confess that the 
deputies from the provinces were all of 
us victims of our own inexperience and 
lack of knowledge of the management of 
an Assembly, and of our good faith, and 
on the other hand the prearranged partisan 
combination of those comprising the party 
called Bourbons.” 

The political combination Sefior Bo- 
canegra referred to as the “party called 
Bourbons” was a reference to the ma- 
sonic leaders behind the scenes in the 
government. The policy these hidden 
leaders pursued, wrote Bishop Kelley, 
“was then quite simple: elect friends to 
Congress; see that they covered strategic 
points in the Councils and the Army; if all 
the legislators could not be of the lodges, 
arrange to ‘elect’ young uninitiated men 
without much knowledge of their duties. 
These could be influenced easily by the 
initiated.” 

That is what happened, and the anti- 
Catholic forces solidified their power in 
government year by year, culminating in 
the Constitution of 1917. Some prominent 
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American voices, besides those of Catholic 
clergy, were raised in objection to the on- 
going policies of U.S. administrations aid- 
ing the revolutionists who came to power 
in Mexico and supressed religion. One 
voice was that of Theodore Roosevelt, who 
blasted President Wilson in the New York 
Times of December 6, 1914, for aiding Ve- 
nustiano Carranza’s overthrow of President 
Victoriano Huerta. 

“The act of permitting the passage of 
arms across the frontier, on the part of 
Wilson, meant that he not only actively 
helped the insurrection,” said Roosevelt, 
“but without any doubt provided the 
means of achieving success, in so far as he 
actively prevented Huerta from organizing 
an effective resistance.” 

Wilson had “thus proved that he was 
actively interested in arming the revolu- 
tionists, and when he so desired, he gave 
permission; when he wished otherwise, 
he refused it; he was therefor absolutely 
responsible for this.” 

Roosevelt continued: 


And again the United States would 
not have had the least responsibility 
for what has been done to the Church, 
if the faction which committed these 
outrages had not been enabled to tri- 
umph by the United States. But since 
the United States took part in a civil 
war in Mexico, in the manner in which 
Wilson and [U.S. Secretary of State 
William Jennings] Bryan obliged our 
government to take part, this country, 
through this act alone, is responsible 
for the horrible injustices, the terrible 
outrages, committed by the victorious 
revolutionaries against hundreds of 
believers of both sexes. 

Not long ago, President Wilson, 
in a speech in Swarthmore, Pa., de- 
clared that “In no part of this conti- 
nent can any government survive that 
is stained with blood,” and in Mobile 
he said: “We shall never forgive in- 
iquity solely because it may be more 
convenient for us to do so.” 

At that very moment he was 
pronouncing these high-sounding 
phrases, the leaders of the faction 
which he actively aided, were shoot- 
ing down hundreds in cold blood; 
they were torturing men supposed to 
be wealthy; they were casting forth 
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President Plutarco Elias Calles called his fanatical anti-Christian campaign “defanatization,” 
ostensibly aimed at ridding Mexico of religious “superstition.” 


from their homes hundreds of peace- 
ful families; they were sacking the 
churches and maltreating priests and 
religion in the most infamous man- 
ner, from assassination to mutilation 
and outrage. 

In other words, at the very time 
the President assured us “That in 
no part of this hemisphere can any 
government endure if it is stained 
with blood,” he was helping to put 
in power a government that was 
not only stained with blood, but 
was stained with stains worse than 
those of blood. At the very time he 
announced, “that he would not con- 
tinue relations with iniquity even if 
it were more convenient to do so,” he 
not only consorted with iniquity, but 
openly supported and put into power 
men whose actions were those of 
barbarians. 


Bishop Kelley of Oklahoma likewise 
placed onerous culpability on President 
Wilson. “Carranza was chosen by the 
President of the United States, Woodrow 
Wilson, to be the President of Mexico,” 
he accused in Blood-Drenched Altars. He 
continued: 


When the Turks massacred the Arme- 
nians, the Christian world shouted its 


protest. When the Russians murdered 
the Jews the shout was repeated. No 
people shouted louder against the 
massacres than the Americans and 
the English. About the horrors perpe- 
trated against the Catholics of Mexi- 
co few voices were raised. President 
Wilson told an Indianapolis audience 
that he would allow the Mexicans to 
shed all the blood they wanted. He 
told me in his office in the White 
House that, as the inspiration of de- 
mocracy had come out of the French 
Revolution, which had shed as much 
blood as Carranza and his men, per- 
haps something good would come 
out of the Mexican debacle. 


For Plutarco Elias Calles, the anti-clerical 
provisions of the revolutionary constitu- 
tion were insufficient; he illegally aug- 
mented it with his own more brutal mea- 
sures. Although For Greater Glory does 
portray on film some of the cruel reality 
and barbarism of Calles’ attack on Mex- 
ico’s Catholics, it understates the deprav- 
ity and the viciousness of his pitiless cam- 
paign. It also understates the ties between 
the Soviet Revolution and its Mexican 
counterpart. 

Under Calles, Mexico became the first 
country in the world to recognize the new 
Soviet Union, and the Soviet embassy 
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that was established in Mexico City grew 
to be one of Russia’s largest in the world 
and a key center for NK VD/KGB subver- 
sion, espionage, and terrorism through- 
out the Americas. However, even before 
Calles came to power in 1924, the new 
communist regime in Moscow had begun 
exercising its influence in Mexico. So- 
viet dictator Lenin sent top Comintern 
(Communist International, also known 
as the Third International) agent Mikhail 
Borodin to Mexico in 1919 to coordinate 
a growing communist-socialist move- 
ment that was heavily larded with for- 
eign elements, mostly American and Eu- 
ropean intellectuals. Among the agents 
Borodin recruited there was Manaben- 
dra Nath Roy (more commonly known 
as M. N. Roy) of India, who had studied 
at Stanford University before coming to 
Mexico, where he was a founder and first 
secretary-general of the Socialist Party 
of Mexico. Under Borodin’s tutelage, 
Roy became a Comintern delegate and 


a founder of the Communist 
Parties of Mexico and India. 
(Borodin: Stalin’s Man in 
China, Dan N. Jacobs, 1981.) 

The Kremlin next sent Co- 
mintern agent and feminist 
revolutionary Alexandra Kol- 
lontai as ambassador to Mex- 
ico, though her real job was 
to prepare Mexico for its role 
(as perceived by Moscow) in 
the world revolution. As was 
frequently the case in other countries 
as well, Mexico’s native revolutionists 
didn’t always want to take orders from 
Moscow, even though they were muy 
simpdatico with the political, social, and 
economic programs of the Soviet Union. 
As always among the criminal class, it 
was a matter of who was going to be “el 
Jefe” (the chief); the Mexican Bolshe- 
viks wanted to run their own show. This 
resulted in an uneasy up-and-down part- 
nership between Mexico and the Kremlin 


The Continuing Revolution 


by William F. Jasper 


anti-clerical extremes of the Calles regime have been attenuated or re- 


M exico has not completely repudiated its Bolshevik legacy. Although the 


pealed, article 24 of the constitution, prohibiting prayer and the teaching 


of religion in schools, remains in place and has become a political hot issue in 
this election year. Most of the politicians of the ruling Partido Accion Nacional 
(PAN), including President Felipe Calder6n (whose six-year term ends December 
1, 2012), favor repeal of the religious prohibition. The party of Calles, the Partido 
Revolucionario Institucional (PRI), which ruled Mexico for 70 years (and is now 
coming back to power after a 12-year hiatus), is split on the issue. Meanwhile the 
far-left Partido de la Revolucién Democratica (PRD), an off-shoot of the PRI and 
the Mexican Communist Party, not only adamantly clings to the anti-Christian 
constitutional provision, but has moved aggressively to implement policies favor- 
ing abortion and homosexual marriage in a way that would warm the revolutionary 
hearts of Comrades Calles, Canabal, Borodin, and Kollontai. 

After losing the 2006 presidential election to Calderén by less than one per- 
cent, PRD candidate Andrés Lopez Obrador used his party’s control of Mexico 
City to pass one of the world’s most liberal homosexual marriage laws and a 
law legalizing virtually all abortions through the 12th week of pregnancy for the 
nation’s capital, the huge Federal District. In the July 2, 2012 presidential elec- 
tions, Obrador lost a tight race to left-liberal PRI candidate Governor Enrique 
Pejia Nieto, who will assume the presidential office from Calderon in December. 
Both the PRD and the PRI are member parties of the Socialist International, the 
radical, global organization of communist and socialist parties. Hi 
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The 14-year-old reportedly told 
Mexican troops, “You may tak 
but I don’t surrender.” After two 
of prison failed to break the yo 
Cristero’s resolve, he was orde 
tortured and executed. 


that has continued up into the present. 

One of the key features of Russian 
Bolshevism that found its counterpart 
among the Mexican communists/social- 
ists was a fanatical hatred for Christianity. 
Foremost among Mexico’s atheist fanat- 
ics was the infamous infidel Tomas Gar- 
rido Canabal, governor of Tobasco, whom 
Calles brought into his Cabinet. Canabal 
(called “Cannibal” by his critics) deport- 
ed or killed virtually all of the Catholic 
priests in his province. The few whom 
he allowed to remain, he forced to marry. 
Canabal named one of his sons “Lenin,” in 
honor of the Soviet dictator. He named his 
murderous enforcers “Las Camisas Rojas” 
(“The Red Shirts”), who adopted “The In- 
ternationale,” the anthem of communists 
worldwide, as their own. 

One of Canabal’s nephews, a member 
of his Red Shirts, was named Lucifer. 
Canabal himself took delight in pub- 
licly burlesquing Christianity at every 
opportunity, and at one livestock exhibi- 
tion christened a donkey “Christ,” a bull 
“God,” a cow “The Virgin of Guadalupe,” 
and an ox “The Pope.” Canabal delighted 
in festivals featuring the burning of cruci- 
fixes, crosses, religious statues and paint- 
ings, vestments, Bibles, and the libraries 
of Catholic schools and universities. His 
thugs desecrated cemeteries, destroying 
all crosses and tombstones with angels, 
religious symbols, or Scriptural passag- 
es. As in Russia, cities, villages, streets, 
and buildings with Christian names were 
given new, revolutionary names. One of 
Canabal’s top officials, and his represen- 
tative for Tobasco to the National Con- 
vention of 1933, was Arnulfo Perez, who 
styled himself “The Personal Enemy of 
God.” (Revolution in Mexico: Years of 
Upheaval, 1910-1940, James W. Wilkie 
and Albert L. Michaels, 1969) Perez told 
the National Convention: 
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For militant atheists like Calles, Canabal, 
and Perez, anti-Christian propaganda 

was an essential and integral part of their 
concept of ‘scientific’ and “socialistic” 


education. 


Yes, gentlemen, the Revolution has 
the imperative duty of combating 
the false divinity that is venerated in 
every temple and that has many al- 
tars in the hearts of the people. We 
must fight this outdated and absurd 
belief, inspired only by the fear and 
ignorance of humanity. We must fight 
“God,” the maximum myth from 
which the greatest lies have been de- 
rived to exploit humanity and keep it 
on its knees throughout the centuries. 
“God” does not exist. 


For militant atheists like Calles, Canabal, 
and Perez, anti-Christian propaganda 
was an essential and integral part of their 
concept of “scientific” and “socialistic” 
education. 

Calles illegally “amended” the Consti- 
tution in 1933 so that Article 3 read: 


The education imparted 
by the State shall be a 
socialistic one and, in 
addition to excluding all 
religious doctrine, shall 
combat fanaticism and 
prejudice by organizing 
its instruction and ac- 
tivities in a way that shall 
permit the creation in 
youth of an exact and rational con- 
cept of the Universe and social life. 


President Calles himself confirmed the 
worst fears and accusations of Mexican 
parents, teachers, and pastors: that his 
revolutionary, socialist government’s aim 
was the collectivization and brainwashing 
of the children, purging them of the “taint” 
of religion, tradition, parents, and family. 
In his address to the people of Guadalajara 
on July 20, 1934, Calles declared: 


The Revolution has not ended.... It 
is necessary that we enter a new pe- 
riod, the psychological period, of the 
Revolution. We must now enter and 
take possession of the consciences of 
the children, of the consciences of the 


I refer to education, I refer to the 
school ... because the children and 
youth belong to the community; they 
belong to the collectivity, and it is the 
Revolution that has the inescapable 
duty to take possession of conscienc- 
es, to drive out prejudices and to form 
a new soul of the nation. 


Typical of the oaths required of teachers 
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under the Calles regime’s “socialistic edu- 
cation” is this pledge that teachers in the 
State of Yucatan were forced to sign: 


L , before the Federal Board of 
Education, solemnly declare, without 
any reservation whatsoever, to accept 
the program of the Socialist School 
and to be its propagandist and de- 
fender; I declare myself an atheist, an 
irreconcilable enemy of the Roman, 
Apostolic, Catholic religion, and that 
I will exert my efforts to destroy it, 
releasing the conscience from every 
religious worship and to be ready to 
fight against the clergy in whatever 
field it may be necessary. 


young, because they do belong and 
should belong to the Revolution... 


On April 22, 1928, Archbishop Arthur 
J. Drossaerts of San Antonio, Texas, ex- 
pressed the views of many during his eu- 
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Redeemed: General Enrique Gorostieta (above left), who led the Cristero armies in a series of brilliant victories against Calles’ larger forces, began 
his commission as a scornful unbeliever, but died as a Christian. He is played by Andy Garcia in For Greater Glory. 
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logy on the death of Archbishop Mora y 
del Rio, the Primate of Mexico, who had 
been driven into exile by Calles. Archbish- 
op Drossaerts indicted U.S. complicity in 
the ongoing persecution, saying: 


Liberty is being crucified at our 
door and the United States con- 
templates the tragedy with indiffer- 
ence.... Has despotism become popu- 
lar among us? Are we not trying to 
gain the friendship and favor of the 
men whose hands are bathed in the 
blood of uncountable victims, while 
poor Mexico lies wounded to death, 
bound hand and foot with the chains 
we have helped to forge? Did we not 
support Carranza and the arch-bandit 
Villa and raise Obregon to the presi- 
dency? Have we not sent Calles the 
airplanes with which he is now bom- 
barding the heroic men who are dying 
for liberty of conscience in Jalisco? 
We ourselves are, in great measure, 
responsible for this Mexican tragedy. 


The Improbable Cristero Champion 
General Enrique Gorostieta Velarde was 
an unlikely champion to lead the Cristero 
uprising against the atheistic onslaught. 
Not only was he not a Christian, but he 
was also a 33rd degree Mason and out- 
spokenly anti-clerical. He has even been 
characterized as an atheist. His wife Tula 
(played in the movie by Eva Longoria), 
however, was a devout Catholic, and had 
a decisive influence on his choice to ac- 
cept the invitation by the National League 
for the Defense of Religious Liberty to 
lead the Cristero army. At first, however, 
boredom and the pecuniary impulse may 
have more strongly influenced his deci- 
sion to throw in with the ragtag Christian 
army. Military action was more to his sol- 
dierly liking than his current occupation, 
at the time, of running a soap factory, and 
the National League offered him a salary 
nearly double what generals of his rank 
were then receiving in the Mexican army 
— plus a $20,000 insurance policy on his 
life for his family. 

The general, for a time, maintained a 
scornful attitude toward the religion of 
those who fought for him. But, as de- 
picted by the film, and as most of the lit- 
erature available on Gorostieta attests, he 
gradually was converted. General Goros- 
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In the movie: In For Greater Glory, actor Santiago Cabrera (center on horseback) plays the 
controversial and conflicted Cristero priest, Father Jose Vega, one of the less than a half dozen 
priests who took up arms. Many other priests supported the Cristeros in other ways. 


tieta was killed in a firefight with federal 
troops in Jalisco on June 2, 1929, shortly 
before the false truce arranged by Calles 
and Morrow. Gorostieta’s granddaughter 
wrote to Andy Garcia, who so skillfully 
portrays the complex character of the 
Cristero general, to share a touching let- 
ter from her grandfather. “I don’t know if 
you read the letters which we sent to you 
through the Director, but I believe that my 
grandfather had the arrogance with which 
you characterized him, and the tenderness 
he showed his people,” wrote Maria Teresa 
Perez Gorostieta, adding, “He had a great 
love for his family.” 

The wistful love of a soldier separated 
by war from his wife and children is evi- 
dent in the excerpts of the letter she shared, 
which read: 


For my little children, who I can’t 
give a kiss to, who I can’t buy a ball 
for, who I can’t, as I did so often, let 
sleep in my arms, on such a great 
date for the world, on a day in which 
even wild beasts become tender with 
Glory!, by your conduct I send them 
this gift: all the privations which they 
suffer, all the sorrows which you and 
I suffer, are only obedient to one end 
— leaving them a road, marking for 
them a route. I know well that there 
are smoother roads in the world, and 
God well knows that I know how to 


walk them. But those aren’t the ones 
that I will leave marked for them. It’s 
the same bitter, gloomy road that their 
grandfather marked for me, the only 
one that exists, if one is to be forever 
content to have finished it and able to 
give an account of the journey. The 
only one which, having been walked, 
imparts true peace. I give them as a 
gift, the privations and the sorrows 
which the road is giving me. Give 
them many kisses, and never rest from 
preventing — I don’t say now, but 
[even] within many years — that they 
should lose their faith on such a road. 


The general’s granddaughter then related 
to Garcia: “I will tell you that I cried in the 
first scene in which, when talking to Eva 
Longoria, he says to her, “Tula, Tula, Tu- 
lita!’ At the moment in which he called out 
to my good grandmother like that, what 
can I say? It took me back to my days with 
her, and I imagined my grandfather speak- 
ing to her in that way.” 

She ended her moving letter by noting: 


The film for you is just another film, 
but for our family, it made us proud to 
call ourselves Gorostietas; it gives us 
a place that history could never take 
away from us. 

In the love of Christ, 
Maria Teresa Perez Gorostieta. 
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Wounded Suspect Charged 
With Five Other Burglaries 


WTSP.com reported on July 10 that a 
Sarasota, Florida, grandmother helped 
police, who were investigating a series of 
burglaries, when she shot a man who al- 
legedly tried to break into her house. 

The elderly woman was at home alone 
July 7 in the upscale Hidden Oaks neigh- 
borhood when she heard a knock on the 
door. She was changing her clothing at the 
time and did not answer right away. Before 
she could answer the door, she could hear 
a person breaking into a rear glass French 
door. The sound of the glass breaking sent 
a chill up her spine, and she grabbed her 
.38 revolver, which she had previously 
used only for target practice. 

Practice makes perfect, and this senior 
citizen showed she had nerves of steel when 
it came time to use her weapon in a real-life 
home invasion. She approached the broken 
door and observed twenty-six-year-old Mi- 
chael Sterlace trying to enter her home. She 
fired her revolver twice, hitting Sterlace 
in the arm. The injured man quickly fled 
the scene and drove away in a white SUV. 
The shaken and distraught elderly woman 
called 911 and informed the dispatcher of 
what happened. “He had a bandana up over 
his face. I couldn’t tell if he was carrying. 
He may have been armed. I just was so 
frightened at the noise,” the elderly victim 
frantically cried into the phone. 

A tipster later led law enforcement to 
Sterlace at a nearby hospital. Sterlace had 
told the hospital staff that he was acciden- 
tally shot while fishing. Police arrested 
him on charges of burglary of an occupied 
dwelling for the attempted burglary of the 
elderly woman’s house. The sheriff’s of- 
fice then confiscated more than 100 items 
from his apartment, which the police claim 
were stolen property. Sterlace has been 
connected by the Sarasota County sher- 
iff’s office to at least five other outstanding 
burglary cases. 


Hot Foot 


The Kansas City Star reported on August 
2 that a shop owner stopped a burglary of 
his store by shooting one of the suspects 
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in the foot. The 66-year-old owner of 
Inner City Tire Repair was tipped off to 
the burglary by a friend who lives near the 
shop. The owner’s friend, who lives next 
door to the tire shop, noticed a vehicle 
pull up to the shop and two men get out 
of the vehicle. When the men broke into 
the store, he ran to a neighbor’s house and 
called the police and the owner. 

The owner went to his store, armed 
with a pistol. As a precaution, he parked 
down the street and slowly approached 
the store. He stood in a darkened yard 
outside the entrance and observed a man 
leaving the store carrying items from the 
business in his arms. The owner yelled 
at the man to “hold it,” but the startled 
burglar turned and faced the owner. The 
owner fired his gun, fearing that the bur- 
glar was armed. The bullet hit the burglar 
in the foot, and the wounded criminal 
fled the scene. The owner then went to 
the store entrance and called for the other 
burglar to surrender. 

The second suspect was so terrified by 
the sound of gunfire that he actually hid 
in the store. The store owner pleaded for 
him to give himself up, but the suspect 
remained in hiding. When police arrived 
at the store, they discovered an injured 
man fleeing the scene. They arrested him, 
and later determined he was the burglary 
suspect who had been shot by the owner. 
The business owner told the police that 
there was a second suspect hiding within 
his store. The officers used an old law- 
enforcement trick, telling the suspect that 
they would release a police dog into the 
store to retrieve him unless he peaceably 
exited the store. The terrified criminal 
slowly stood up and walked toward the 
entranceway of the store with his hands 
high above his head, and was immediately 
arrested once he was outside. 

After investigating, the officers discov- 
ered that the two men had used bolt cutters 
to cut through a padlock and three bars to 
gain entry into the store. The men were ap- 
parently scheming to steal expensive tools 
from the store. When the police searched 
the inside of the shop, they found items 
that had been arranged near the entrance, 
including a miter saw, a buffer, a power 
saw, and a set of sockets. 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: ESS CE. 


Intruder Fatally 
Shot by Paraplegic 


The Columbus Dispatch out of Columbus, 
Ohio, reported on July 23 that firearms 
can be the great equalizer when it comes 
to dealing with criminals. John Mutter of 
Johnstown, Ohio, is a paraplegic who has 
used a wheelchair to get around ever since 
a severe car crash over a year ago cost 
him the use of his legs. Mutter had fallen 
asleep on his couch watching television 
when he was awakened by a poke to his 
head. Mutter looked up to see an intruder 
holding one of Mutter’s own shotguns. 
The assailant used the barrel of the gun to 
wake Mutter up, and told Mutter that he 
was looking for more weapons. The astute 
Mutter directed the intruder’s attention to 
another part of his room. Once the crimi- 
nal turned his attention away from Mut- 
ter, the wheelchair-bound man reached 
to retrieve a .357 revolver he kept within 
reach for personal safety. Mutter quickly 
took aim at the intruder and fired three 
shots, two of which hit the burglar in his 
chest. The wounds would prove fatal, as 
the assailant later died from the injuries he 
sustained. Mutter called 911 to report the 
incident and told the dispatcher, “Some- 
body broke in my house and had a gun to 
me and I shot at him.... I woke up and they 
had a gun to me.” 

Authorities believe that the deceased 
suspect, 27-year-old Johnstown native 
Brian Dyer, had stayed at a couple of 
area homes recently and may have been 
familiar with both Mutter’s home and 
the fact that Mutter had several guns 
there. They believe his motivation was 
to steal as many guns as possible from 
what he perceived as a helpless victim. 
Johnstown Police Chief Don Corbin 
said that after reviewing the details of 
the shooting, this appears to be a case 
of justifiable homicide in response to a 
home-invasion robbery. 

Neighbors on this quiet street sided 
with Mutter’s actions. Ray Persinger 
strongly agreed with Mutter’s actions 
and was quoted as saying, “Breaking into 
someone’s home like that, I think they de- 
serve it!” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Sights Set on the 
Second Amendment 


ITEM: Reuters reported on July 21: “Mexi- 
can President Felipe Calderon condemned 
U.S. gun laws as ‘mistaken’ and urged 
Washington to review them after a shooter 
killed 12 people and injured more than 50 
others at a U.S. movie theater on Friday.” 
ITEM: Following the Aurora shooting, 
MSNBC reported on July 23 that Senator 
Frank Lautenberg (D-N.J.), said he would 
reintroduce legislation “to ban high-ca- 
pacity gun magazines that allow shooters 
to fire off multiple rounds in quick succes- 
sion.” The report went on to note that an 
“existing federal ban on high-capacity 
ammunition magazines was allowed to 
lapse in 2004.” 
Item: Alan Gopnik, writing in the New 
Yorker for July 20, commented: “The re- 
ality is simple: every country struggles 
with madmen and ideologues with guns, 
and every country — Canada, Norway, 
Britain — has had a gun massacre once, 
or twice. Then people act to stop them, 
and they do.... Only in America are gun 
massacres of this kind routine, expectable, 
and certain to continue.” 
ITEM: Interviewed on CNN television on 
July 23, New York City Mayor Michael 
Bloomberg “provided his solution for im- 
plementing stricter gun laws in America,” 
as noted on the Piers Morgan blog on CNN. 
“I don’t understand why the police officers 
across this country don’t stand up collec- 
tively and say we’re going to go on strike,” 
Bloomberg told the Piers Morgan Tonight 
host. “We’re not going to protect you unless 
you, the public, through your legislature, do 
what’s required to keep us safe.” 
CORRECTION: While the supposed goal of 
the disarmers is gun control, or ammunition 
control, the real target is people control. 

As it happens, the New York mayor 
can’t even control himself. In this case 
of Bloomberg’s shooting from the lip, he 
quickly found himself trying to walk back 
his own words, attempting to explain that 
when he went on television and publicly 
called for a police strike he did not “mean 
literally go on strike.” Oh. 

What he was pushing for was, in fact, 
illegal. As James Taranto of Opinion- 
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Form over function: After the shooting in Aurora, Colorado, calls have come to strictly control 
AR-15 rifles, such as the shooter used. Not only do mass shootings in other countries show these 
laws don’t work, these guns are not machine guns and function exactly like standard hunting guns. 


Journal.com (Wall Street Journal) put 
it: Mayor Bloomberg’s proposed police 
strike “would be for the purpose of cur- 
tailing the citizenry’s constitutional rights. 
The mayor urged an unlawful rebellion by 
government employees against their em- 
ployers, the people.” 

Taranto further observed that whether 
the mayor meant to make a real or an 
empty threat to suggest a police strike, “it 
seems obvious that such a move would be 
counterproductive. The prospect of police 
shirking their duty to protect the citizenry 
strengthens, not weakens, the case for pri- 
vate ownership of firearms and other tools 
of self-defense.” 

Most top police officials, thankfully, 
don’t buy the mayor’s contentions. A 2010 
survey of the National Association of the 


Chiefs of Police revealed that fully 95 per- 
cent believe that “any law-abiding citizen 
[should] be able to purchase a firearm for 
sport or self-defense.” The same survey 
found that 77 percent of the chiefs agree 
that concealed-handgun permits that were 
issued in one state should be recognized 
by others in much the same fashion as 
driver’s licenses. 

Mexican presidents don’t have to worry 
about such things as the Second Amend- 
ment’s constitutionally protected right to 
keep and bear arms. As a result, it is very 
difficult for Mexicans to own weapons le- 
gally. Of course, the illegal drug cartels in 
Mexico pay little attention to laws, and the 
50,000 or so people who have died in the 
war against narcotics in that country are 
beyond caring. 
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In a well-documented piece in the Na- 
tional Interest, Ted Galen Carpenter has 
pointed out that the extensive research on 
restrictive gun laws in the United States 
and foreign jurisdictions shows 


no correlation between tough laws 
and a decline in homicides and other 
crimes. Mexico’s own experience con- 
firms that point. Following sometimes 
violent radical leftist challenges to the 
government in the late 1960s, Mexico 
enacted some of the strictest gun-con- 
trol measures in the world. 

Today, it is nearly impossible for a 
civilian to legally possess a handgun 
or rifle in that country. Yet such tough 
restrictions have done nothing to dis- 
arm the drug gangs. In fact, those 
measures may have made it easier 
for cartel enforcers to terrorize por- 
tions of the country, since they don’t 
have to worry much about law-abid- 
ing civilians being armed and able to 
defend themselves and their families. 


President Obama also added to the rhe- 
torical crossfire with his remarks within 


days of the Colorado shooting (where the 
alleged gunman used a semi-automatic 
AR-15 rifle — whose clip apparently 
jammed — a 12-gauge shotgun, and a 
semi-automatic pistol). The president left 
the impression, perhaps deliberately, that 
the weapon involved was an AK-47, a So- 
viet-made military rifle capable of fully 
automatic fire. 

Said the president to the National Urban 
League in Chicago: “A lot of gun own- 
ers would agree that AK-47s belong in 
the hands of soldiers, not in the hands of 
criminals. They belong on the battlefield 
of war, not on the streets of our cities.” In 
fact, such automatic weapons have long 
been banned in this country, and AK- 
47s are not even in the normal arsenal of 
American troops — a point the command- 
er-in-chief ought to know. 

Would the victims in the Colorado 
shooting be alive if only another law had 
been passed — beyond all of those that 
were broken in the killings? That’s an ex- 
tremely dubious proposition. 

Would it have mattered if there were yet 
another law against setting up a network of 
booby-trapped bombs, as the police found 
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Progressive? Mayor Michael Bloomberg and others want to do away with most guns and high- 
capacity magazines to limit mass shootings, though statistics overwhelmingly show that more 
access to guns means less crime. Also, large magazines aid defenders as much as attackers. 


42 


in the suspect’s residence? James Holmes, 
the suspect in the Aurora tragedy, had 
“passed a background check,” pointed out 
Robert VanBruggen in National Review 
Online, and his “worst prior infraction was 
a traffic ticket.” While it is true, VanBrug- 
gen wrote, 


that one of Holmes’s guns was a so- 
called “assault weapon” similar to an 
AR-15, this gun does not differ from 
standard hunting rifles in most of the 
important ways. Holmes’s rifle fires 
at a semiautomatic rate — one bul- 
let for each pull of the trigger, unlike 
a machine gun, which fires continu- 
ously when the trigger is held down 
— and uses .223-caliber ammo. This 
ammo is frequently found in “var- 
mint rifles”; it is on the small side 
even for shooting deer. 


Despite repeated mass media references to 
the contrary, the AR-15 is not a true as- 
sault weapon; it does not have full-auto- 
matic firing capabilities. Indeed, the use 
of the larger magazine in the Colorado 
incident arguably might have saved some 
lives since it seemed to have jammed the 
rifle. In any event, it only takes a second 
or two, with practice, to swap magazines 
for reloading, a point generally ignored by 
those who would ban larger clips. 

Limiting the size of magazines, as the 
expired federal law aimed at accomplish- 
ing, would likely be pointless. As colum- 
nist Steve Chapman has pointed out: 


The brief interruption a killer needs 
for reloading is helpful only if some- 
one can seize the moment to subdue 
him — something more common in 
movies than in real life. Florida State 
University criminologist Gary Kleck 
says he knows of only one mass 
shooting in which that happened, in 
1993. In the 2011 Tucson shooting, 
the suspect was overcome when his 
gun jammed after he reloaded. 
Tracking anyone who makes 
large ammunition purchases? David 
Kopel, research director at the free- 
market Independence Institute in 
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Denver, points out that more than 
a billion rounds are sold each year 
in the United States — many of 
them in bulk by target shooters who 
burn through hundreds or thousands 
every month. 

If the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives were to 
investigate each of these buyers, it 
would have little time to do anything 
else. And it would probably catch no 
criminals, since they would buy in 
smaller lots to avoid detection. 


The calamity of the mass murder would 
be made worse if the crimes led to heavy- 
handed and unconstitutional reactions — 
which wouldn’t work as promised. John 
Lott, author of More Guns, Less Crime 
(expanded third edition, University of Chi- 
cago Press, 2010), has facts to support his 
reasoning. This stands in marked contrast 
to the emotional appeals of the would-be 
banners who can’t stand to see a crisis go 
to waste (to paraphrase Rahm Emanuel, 
the mayor of Chicago and the former chief 
of staff of the Obama White House). 

Lott has laid out the proofs in a piece 
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published by Fox News in which he ob- 
serves that “no published peer-reviewed 
studies by economists or criminologists 
find the original federal or state assault- 
weapons ban reduced murder or overall 
violent crime.” Since that federal law 
expired in September 2004, “murder and 
overall violent-crime rates have actually 
fallen. In 2003, the last full year before the 
law expired, the U.S. murder rate was 5.7 
per 100,000 people. Initial data for 2011 
shows that the murder rate has fallen to 4.7 
per 100,000 people.” 

The imposition of tougher restrictions 
on firearms has not been anything close to 
a solution to gun violence in Europe. As 
Lott observed: 


In last year’s shooting near Oslo, 69 
people were killed and an additional 
110 injured. Germany, a country with 
some of the strictest gun control in 
the world — it requires not only ex- 
tensive psychological screening but 
also a year’s wait to get a gun — has 
been the site of three of the worst five 
multiple-victim K-12 public school 
shootings in the world, all in the past 


decade. There are more examples 
of attacks in countries with strict 
gun control, like in Austria, Britain, 
France, Finland and Italy. 


Most of the weapons used overseas were 
obtained illegally, which should hardly be 
a surprise. Lott also stated that there has 
generally been a common feature with 
public shootings in the United States in 
which there are multiple victims: 


With just a single exception, the attack 
in Tucson last year [in which Repre- 
sentative Gabrielle Giffords (D-Ariz.) 
was among those shot], every public 
shooting in the U.S. in which more 
than three people have been killed 
since at least 1950 has occurred in a 
place where citizens are not allowed 
to carry their own firearms.... 

All the public mass shootings in 
Europe fit this rule. 


In fact, if someone had a legal weapon in 
the theater (which was a gun-free zone) in 
Aurora, the outcome might well have been 
different. Yet Barack Obama’s personal 
agenda over the years is disquieting. That 
record, as summarized by the NRA’s In- 
stitute for Legislative Action, has included 
the following: 


Endorsing a total ban on the manu- 
facture, sale and possession of all 
handguns; a ban on the sale or trans- 
fer of all semi-automatic firearms; 
the backing of a 500 percent increase 
in federal taxes on guns and ammuni- 
tion; voting to ban single-shot, over- 
under and side-by-side shotguns; and 
stating that the right of lawful citizens 
to carry a firearm for personal protec- 
tion should be banned nationwide. 
He has even supported efforts to pro- 
hibit Americans from keeping a gun 
in their own homes for self-defense. 


One thing you will not notice on that list 
is a history of enhancing the liberties of 
the law-abiding citizenry. The assault on 
the Second Amendment is unrelenting. Ml 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JOHN F. MCMANus 


Paul Ryan Is Not the Answer 


itt Romney, the 
presumptive GOP 
nominee, has 


named Wisconsin Congress- 
man Paul Ryan as his pre- 
sumptive running mate. The 
New York Times immediately 
produced a headline calling 
Ryan “A Conservative Star 
With Roots in Small-Town 
America.” While it’s correct 
to point out that Ryan hails 
from the small community 
of Janesville, Wisconsin, the 
Times’ definition of conserva- 
tive — once indicating hard- 
core fiscal sanity and sensible 
foreign policy — has slid downhill remarkably and means a pro- 
ponent of a slightly less intrusive government than the Democrat 
alternative. The Constitution that should guide all members of 
Congress has been relegated to the status of a revered relic, no 
longer of much importance to conservatives or liberals. If it were 
relied upon, America’s suicidal fiscal madness would cease. 

Except for his college years and time spent doing a few jobs in 
the nation’s capital, 42-year-old Ryan has always resided in Janes- 
ville. He won his seat in Congress in 1998 and has never faced 
a serious challenge. He is now chairman of the House Budget 
Committee and, in March 2012, his multi-page “Path to Prosper- 
ity” outlining the GOP’s ideas about federal spending became 
available. Supposedly a disciple of libertarians and old-style con- 
servatives, Ryan claims as heroes the likes of Ayn Rand (he differs 
with her atheism), Friedrich Hayek, Ludwig von Mises, Murray 
Rothbard, and others. But these no-nonsense opponents of big 
government would hardly stand with Ryan, even if the liberal 
media paints him as a villain. None of them would have champi- 
oned much of what Ryan has stood behind. 

The steadily rising (and admitted) national debt will reach 
$16 trillion before the November election. As horrific as it 
is, this admitted pool of red ink is dwarfed by unfunded ob- 
ligations (Social Security, Medicare, etc.) that easily push an 
honest assessment of federal indebtedness beyond $100 tril- 
lion. Annual interest payments paid to those from whom the 
United States borrows continue to soar, and now total almost 
as much as the defense budget. Yet the budget produced by the 
supposedly hardline fiscal villain from Wisconsin would not 
reduce government spending in the absolute sense. Under his 
“Path to Prosperity” budget, annual federal outlays would con- 
tinue to rise, albeit less than Obama’s budget, from $3.6 trillion 
in fiscal 2012 to $4.9 trillion in fiscal 2022. Throughout this 
same time span, the federal government would incur annual 
deficits in the hundreds of billions of dollars every fiscal year 
— and those annual shortfalls would be added to the national 
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debt, which would continue 
to climb. 

The Ryan budget does 
promise trillions of dollars in 
spending and deficit “cuts” 
over the next 10 years — but 
those projected cuts are rela- 
tive to the ever-higher deficit 
and spending levels in Presi- 
dent Obama’s budget. Is this 
really the “path to prosper- 
ity”? Can the country afford 
a climbing national debt until 
2040, when according to the 
Congressional Budget Office 
a balanced budget would be 
achieved under the Ryan plan? 

Cutting spending is impossible without cutting back on gov- 
ernment programs. Ryan has occasionally voted against a fed- 
eral program that ought to be abolished, the Export-Import Bank 
for example. And he’ll regularly cast a negative vote about some 
expenditure that’s relatively inconsequential. 

Toward the end of 2008, when the Bush administration’s eco- 
nomic team predicted a national economic cataclysm, Congress 
considered approving the $700 billion TARP measure. Already 
a rising budget guru, Ryan took to the floor of the House and 
begged his colleagues to support it. He even said that it “offends 
my principles but I’m going to vote for it” — which is exactly 
what he did. He then supported the bailout of General Motors. 
The fact that our nation still languishes in a recession/depression 
was predictable. 

More recently, Ryan helped gain passage of the truly fright- 
ening National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA). As my 
colleague Jack Kenny has pointed out, the NDAA “allows the 
president to use the military to arrest suspected terrorists, in- 
cluding American citizens apprehended in the United States, 
and hold them indefinitely without trial.” When an amendment 
seeking to remove some of NDAA’s teeth came up for ap- 
proval, Ryan voted “No.” Evidently, if you can get away with 
ignoring the Constitution when fiscal matters are the issue, 
you can ignore its Bill of Rights when personal freedoms are 
being considered. 

Ryan’s overall voting record is disappointing, assuming the 
standard for rating his votes is not his fidelity to party leadership 
but his fidelity to the U.S. Constitution. Of course, the two are 
not always the same. In this magazine’s “Freedom Index,” our 
congressional scorecard based on the Constitution, Ryan scored 
67 percent for the current (112th) Congress to date (see our most 
recent index published in our July 9 issue). 

Paul Ryan is a fitting addition to the Romney camp. Sad 
to say, the answer to America’s real needs has to be found 
elsewhere. Ml 
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